1951

By Mr. MORANO:

H.R. 3941. A bill to amend section 2 of the
Natural Gas Act; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Ey Mr. FORD:

H.R.3942. A bill to adjust the salaries of
postmasters and supervisors of the field serv-
fce of the Post Office Department; to the
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. GOODWIN:

H.R.3943. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. HAND:

H.R. 3944, A bill authorizing the prosecu-
tion of the work of improvement for purposes
of beach erosion control at Atlantic City,
N. J.; to the Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. HARRIS:

H. J. Res. 248. Joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States empowering Coagress to grant
representation in the Congress and among
the electors of President and Vice President
to the people of the District of. Columbia; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.J. Res. 249. Joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States; to the Committee on the Ju-
diclary.

By Mr. DEANE:

H. Res. 218. Resolution authorizing the
Committee on House Administration to in-
crease the telephone and telegraph allowance
for Members of the House of Representatives
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1951; to the
Committee on House Administration.

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts:

H. Res. 219. Resolution providing for the
printing as a House document of the address
of General of the Army Douglas MacArthur
delivered to the Congress on April 19, 1851;
to the Committee on House Administration.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ANFUSO:

H.R.3945. A bill for the relief of Cosmo

Casati; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. BECKWORTH:

H.R.3946. A bill for the relief of Master
Sgt. Orval Bennett; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

By Mr. ELLSWORTH:

H.R.3947. A bill to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Interior to make an allotment of
certain land to Pauline Acusta Dumont; to
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs,

H. R.3948. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to make an allotment of cer-
tain land to Jasper Palou:~; to the Commit-
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs,

By Mr. GILLETTE:

H.R.3949. A bill for the relief of Angelo

Bosa; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
By Mr. McCORMACK:

H. R. 3950, A bill for the relief of Rita V. L,
Flaherty; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.3951. A bill for the rellef of Leon
Alex Piechowiak, alias Leon Piechowiak; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts:

H.R.3952. A bill for the relief of Ivan R.
Wold; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WHITTEN:

H.R.3953. A bill for the relief of Chan

Toy Har; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

264. By Mr. CANFIELD: Letter from the
Honorable Walter T. Margetts, Jr., treasurer
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of the State of New Jersey, opposing Secre-
tary Snyder’s recommendation that the ex-
cise tax on distilled spirits be increased from
#9 to $12 per gallon; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

265. Also, resolution adopted by the New
Jersey Highway Users Conference, Trenton,
N. J., opposing Secretary of the Treasury
Snyder's proposal to double the Federal gaso-
line tax rate and increase the Federal excise
taxes on new automobiles to 20 percent; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE

THURSDAY, May 3, 1951

(Legislative day of Wednesday, May 2,
1951)

* The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father God, to the white altar of
Thy grace in the brightness of this new
morning we come, bowing in our igno-
rance and weakness, praying for strength
and wisdom to face with courage the
somber specters that stalk the darkened
earth.

Through the angry emotions of pres-
ent days help us to seek not the vindi-
cation of our opinions, but the truth
that shall make us free, Save us from
presumptive pride that feigns an under-
standing that it does not possess. If
we secretly covet the superior gifts of
others, if we inwardly rejoice in the fail-
ure of others, if we give hospitality to
thoughts that debase and degrade, if we
are satisfied with anything short of our
best, if we have readily and perhaps
eagerly believed the worst about others,
if we have judged our fellows on flimsy
and perhaps false reports; if in any
human relationship we have been un-
true, unfair, unbrotherly: O Thou, who
takest away the sin of the world, forgive
us, cleanse us, renew us, restore our
souls and lead us in the paths of right-
eousness for Thy Name's sake, Amen,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. McFarLaND, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Wednes-
day, May 2, 1951, was dispensed with,

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
nominations were communicated to the
Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre-
taries.

MESSAGE FaOM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its read-
ing clerks, announcad that the House had
agreed to the report of the committee of
conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendment of
the House to the bill (8. 271) to author-
ize the transfer to the Vermont Agricul-
tural College of certain lands in Addison
County, Vt., for agricultural purposes.

The message also announced that the
House had passed a bill (H. R. 3790)
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making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of the Interior for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1952, and for other pur-
poses, in which it requested the concur-
rence of the Senate.

LEAVES OF ABSENCE

On request of Mr. McFarLAND, and by
unanimous consent, Mr. HUNT was ex-
cused from attendance on the sessions of
the Senate beginning today and con-
tinuing for a period of 10 days, on official
business of the Committee on Armed
Services.

On request of Mr. JENNER, and by
unanimous consen®, Mr. CAPEHART was
excused from attendance upon the ses-
sions of the Senate for the remainder of
this week.

COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING SENATE
SESSION

On request of Mr. McFarLAND, and by
unanimous consent, the Committee on
Foreign Relations and the Committee on
Armed Services, sitting jointly, were au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate today.

On request of Mr. KiLcore, and by
unanimous consent, the Subcommittee
on Treasury and Post Office of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations was author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate today.

On request of Mr. NeerLy, and by
unanimous consent, the Committee on
Post Office and Civil Service was author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate today.

On request of Mr. Hirr, and by unani-
mous consent, the subcommittee of the
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare
which is studying amendments to the
Railroad Retirement Act was authorized
to sit during the session of the Senate
today.

APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL DEPUTY SER-

GEANT AT ARMS FOR A LIMITED

PERIOD

L]

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcorp a paper designating Darrell
St. Claire as Special Deputy Sergeant at
Arms for a limited pericd.

There being no objection, the paper
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

UNITED STATES SENATE,
OFFICE OF THE SERGEANT AT ARMS,
Washington, D. C., May 2, 1951.

In accordance with authority conferred on
me by Senate resolution agreed to December
17, 1889 (Senate Journal 47, 51-1, December
17, 1889), 1 hereby appoint Darrell St. Claire
a Special Deputy Sergeant at Arms of the
United States Senate for the period from May
3, 1951, to May 7, 1951, to perform in my ab-
sence any and all duties required of or de-
volving upon the Sergeant at Arms of the
United States Senate by law or by the rules
or orders of the Senate.

JosepH C. DUKE,
Sergeant at Arms,
United States Senate.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that Senators be
permitted to present petitions and me-

morials, submit reports, introduce bills
and joint resolutions, and transact other

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION
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routine business, without debate and
without speeches.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
Jjeetion, it is so ordered.

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAFERS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a letter from the Archivist of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a list of papers and documents on
the files of several departments and
agencies of the Government which are
not needed in the conduct of business
and have no permanent value or his-
torical interest, and requesting action
looking to their disposition, which, with
the accompanying papers, was referred
to a Joint Select Committee on the Dis~
position of Papers in the Executive
Departments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr,
Jornston of South Carolina and Mr.
LanceEr members of the committee on
the part of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, etc., were presented and
referred as indicated:
By Mr. AIKEN:
A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
State of Vermont; to the Committee on
Armed Services:

“Joint resolution eulogizing the achieve-
ments of Gen. Douglas MacArthur

“Whereas Gen. Douglas MacArthur
brought glory and renown to the military
personnel under his command during World
‘War II with distinction and honor to him-
self and country; and

“Whereas by his efficlent administration
of postwar Japan, that country is now ready
to accept her right place among the other
free nations of the world; and

“Whereas Gen. Douglas MacArthur has
fought a distingulshed and able fight in
Eorea with but limited means at his dis-
posal, and has shown himself to be one of
the greatest generals of our country; and

“Whereas we learn with sincere regret of
his recall from his post of command of all
United Nations forces: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the senate and house of rep-
resentatives, That we extend to Gen. Douglas
MacArthur our sincere and heartfelt recog-
nition of his leadership and our pride in his
accomplishments, our faith in his integrity
and our confidence in his loyalty to all who
served under his command, and that we
voice that faith by acclamation and insecribe
this resolution in the acts of the general
assembly of 1951; be it further

“Resolved, That the secretary of state be
instructed to send to Gen. Douglas MacAr-
thur a certified copy of this resolution and
certified copies of this resolution to the mem-
bers of the congressional delegation of Ver=
mont.

“WAaALLACE M. Fav,

“Speaker of the house of representatives.

“JosEFrH B. JOHNSON,
“President of the senate.

“Approved April 27, 1951.

“LeE E. EMERSON,
“Governor.”

RESOLUTIONS
GROWERS ASSOCIATION

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. Mr. Pres-
ident, I present for appropriate refer-
ence, and ask unaninrous coasent to have
printed in the Recorp, three resolutions
I have received from the Nebraska Stock
Growers Association, These resolutions
deal with the necessity for maintaining
our economic stability, keeping our Na-

OF NEBRASKA STOCK
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tion strong, and avoiding unnecessary
and restrictive regulations on industry,
particularly the livestock industry. I
agree with the sentiments expressed in
these resolutions 100 percent.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tions were ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, and referred, as follows:

To the Committee on Foreign Relations:
“Resolution I

“Declaration of policy and program
“To the fundamental American principles
of democracy, as expressed in our two great
declarations of American principles—the
Declaration of Independence and the Con-
stitution of the United States of America—
we enthusiastically give our eternal alle-
giance. Those principles are America. They
brought about the development of this coun-

try to the greatness that has been hers.

“We abhor all efforts to take from any one

of the principles that make our country. We
condemn every one and every effort to de-
stroy or injure any one of these principles.

“The current international crisis and the
nationel emerzency resulting therefrom is
being felt by every individual and every home
in the country. This serious problem con-
fronting every American must be met with
foresight, with fearlessness, and with sound
common sense.

“Our Nation is preparing for a state of total
mobilization for war; American boys are giv-
ing their lives on the battlefields of Korea,
Yet with international diplomatic negotia=-
tions in full swing, a stalemate of power pol-
ities appears to have been reached which may
continue for years to come. Such a situa-
tion, if prolonged indefinitely, may tax the
strength of this Nation beyond endurance
unless a definite long-range policy is estab-
lished by our Federal Governmert which will
set up a sound and practical goal for which
we must strive,

“The productive ability of America under
the free-enterprise system in all flelds of en-
deavor stands today as the real bulwark
against the aggression threatening our free-
dom. The American people can maintain
this position only so long as the economy of
this Nation remains strong. We cannot con-
tinue to make other nations strong by pro-
grams which will make our Nation weak,

“On the home front we condemn waste and
extravagance in our Federal Government; we
oppose the principles of price contrals, sub-
sidy payments and other governmental regu-
lations not compatible with our American
way of life.

“Ve therefore petition the Congress and
the President of the United States to outline
a policy and to establish certain definite
principles indicating the extent to which
this Nation will attempt to control through
military influence (I) the protection of this
Nation and the hemisphere against aggres-
sion; (II) to prevent the growth of commu-
nistic influence throughout the world; and
(III) a program consistent with the eco-
nomic stability of the United States over a
long perlod of time.

“We believe this will contribute to the
complete support of our citizenship and to
the lasting protection of our freedom.”

To the Committee on Banking and Cur-

rency:
“Resolution II
“Controls

*“Whereas this country has, during the past
few months, again entered upon a period
of governmental controls over civilian life
and economy; and

“Whereas the experiences undergone dur-
ing the similar period of controls throughout
the wartime are still fresh in our minds, we
now express our bellefs and our position
upon these questions injected into our lives
by the system of controls; and
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“Whereas we know, as we have always
known and as experience has demonstrated
that the livestock industry is one element of
our economy that is not susceptible to Gov-
ernment controls because they are neither
practicable nor enforceable, And we further
know that such efforts to control will cer-
tainly result in disruption of supplies and a
disgraceful black-market condition: and

“Whereas we know that not only is it im-
practical to establish or attempt to enforce
celling prices on live animals but any effort
to follow such a route would inevitably in-
jure and retard production—and increased
production is one of the two principal an-
swers to the major question; and

“Whereas the other prinecipal answer is
economy in government. To stabilize our
economy, unnecessary expenditure of public
tu'l;da by the Government must be stopped;
an

“Whereas foolish regulations, such as the
contemplated prohibition of calf slaughter,
allocations, and the threat or inspiration of
rumors and threats of such regulations must
be stopped. Every such regulation or threat
is an obstacle to increased production and
an influence toward reduced production
when the opposite is the desired goal: There-
fore be it

“Resolved, That the Nebraska Stock Grow-
ers Association is opposed to Government
controls on our industry, as they are not only
completely unenforceable but lead to con-
fusion and shortages.”

To the Committee on Armed Services:
“Resolution ITI
“Ranch and farm labor

“Whereas it is an obvious fact that the
production of livestock is an essential in-
dustry because from livestock comes meat,
leather, pharmaceutical supplies, and other
strategic materials requisite to the success of
the vast programs being undertaken by our
country and the essential character of our
industry must be recognized by the Govern-
ment just as is every other industry engaged
in the production of strategic materials; and

“Whereas the adoption by this country of
a8 program of military training and the
mobilization of men for such military service
creates a serious question affecting the abil-
ity of our industry to produce livestock in
quantities required by the Nation; and

"Whereas, although we do not request or
expect any special or particular treatment
or consideration, we do request and expect
treatment of our labor problems on the same
basis as is accorded all other strategic in-
dustries: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That the Nebraska Stock Grow-
ers Associatlon respectfully requests the
Federal Government, the State, and the Se=
lective Service Board, in its administration
of the laws, present and to be adopted, re-
lating to military service, give due consid-
eration to the character of the work being
done by men in our industry and that essen-
tial keymen be not withdrawn from their
important, strategic work for the military
service, just as such consideration is given
to similar men in other strategic industries.”

GREAT LAKES-ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY—
RESOLUTION OF CITY COUNCIL OF
INTERNATIONAL FALLS, MINN.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
present for appropriate reference, and
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorD, a resolution unanimously
adopted by the City Council of the City
of International Falls, Minn., at its reg-
ular meeting on March 19, 1951, urging
immediate hearinegs on the Great Lakes-
St. Lawrence seaway,

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
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Foreign Relations, and ordered to be
printed in the RECoRD, as follows:

Whereas the city of International Falls
and surrounding territory are vitally in-
terested in the St. Lawrence waterway proj-
ect: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the City Council of the City of
International Falls in regular session as-
sembled, That we urge the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee to call immediate hear-
ings on the Great Lakes- 3t. Lawrence seaway
project; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
forwarded to members of sald Senate Forelgn
ERelations Committee.

ST. LAWRENCE WATERWAY—RESOLU-
TION OF BROWN COUNTY RURAL
ELECTRICAL ASSOCIATION, SLEEPY
EYE, MINN.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
present for appropriate reference, and
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorp, a resolution adopted by
the Brown County Rural Electrical As-
sociation, Sleepy Eye, Minn,, at its an-
nual meeting on March 8, 1951, in sup-
port of the St. Lawrence waterway.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations and ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

Whereas the Brown County Rural Elec-
trical Association is today holding its an-
nual meeting at Sleepy Eye, Minn,; and

Whereas said assoclation represents ap-
proximately 2,800 farm families located in
Brown County and parts of Nicollet and
Sibley Counties, Minn.; and

Whereas we belleve that the development
of the St. Lawrence waterway will provide
a reasonable and economical means of trans-
portation for the Midwest; and

Whereas the development of the 8t.
Lawrence waterway will provide electric
power in the northeastern part of the United
States: Now, therefore, we delegates to the
1951 annual meeting of the Brown County
REA strongly urge our Representatives in
Congress and In the Senate to strongly sup-
port the plan now proposed for the develop-
ment of the St. Lawrence waterway; be it
further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
sent to every Minnesota Member of Congress
and to our two United States Senators.

MISSOURI VALLEY AUTHORITY

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
present for appropriate reference, and
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp, a resclution adopted by
the Renville-Sibley Cooperative Power
Association, Danube, Minn,, au its an-
nual meeting on March 21, 1951, urging
the development of the Missouri Valley
Authority and the construction of trans-
mission lines, \

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
TFFublic Works and ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

MissoURI VALLEY AUTHORITY RESOLUTION

Whereas the Renville-Sibley Cooperative
Power Assoclation is today, March 21, 1951,
holding its annual meeting at Danube,
Minn.; and

Whereas sald association represents ap-
proximately 2,200 farm families located in
Renville County and parts of Nicollet, Sibley
and Chippewa Counties in Minnesota; and

Whereas an ample supply of power at falr
prices is essential to the operation and
growth of our association; and
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Whereas the Federal Government is build-
ing dams on the Missourl River and has
established the Missourl Valley Authority;
and

Whereas 1t has been proven that an abund-
ance of economical power from said Missourl
River can be transmitted to the territory
served by the Renville-Sibley Cooperative
Power Association; and

Whereas hearings have been held before a
House Appropriations Committee to consider
the appropriation of funds for the construc-
tion of a transmission line by the Bureau of
Reclamation for approval by the Department
of Interior in the territory served by the Ren-
ville-Sibley Cooperative Power Association:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That we as delegates to the 1951
annual meeting of the Renville-Sibley Co-
operative Power Assoclation strongly urge
Members of Congress from the State of Min-
nesota to give their whole-hearted support
to the development of the Missouri Valley
Authority and to consider construction of
transmission lines by the Bureau of Recla-
mation of the Department of Interior into
the areas served by our Assoclation; be it
further
' Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be sent to all the Minnesota Congressmen
and Senators.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
present for appropriate reference, and
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorp, a resolution adopted by
the Brown County Rural Electrical As-
sociation, Sleepy Eye, Minn., at its an-
nual meeting on March 8, 1951, in sup-
port of the Missouri Valley Authority,

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Public Works and ordered to be printed
in the REcorp, as follows:

Whereas the Brown County Rural Elec-
trical Assoclation is today holding its annual
meeting at Sleepy Eye, Minn.; and

Whereas scid association represents ap-
proximately 2,800 farm families located in
EBrown County and parts of Nicollet and Sib-
ley Counties, Minn.; and

Whereas an ample supply of power at a
fair price is essential to the operation and
growth of our association; and

Whereas, because of the tremendous
growth in the use of power by members of
our association, available sources of power
can no longer supply our needs at a fair
price; and

Whereas the Federal Government is bulld-
Ing dams on the Missouri River and has es-
tablished the Missouri Valley Authority; and

‘Whereas it has been proven that abundant
and economical power from sald Missouri
River can be transmitted to the territory
served by the Brown County REA; and

Whereas hearings have been held before
a House Appropriations Committee to con=-
sider the appropriation of funds for the con-
struction of a transmission line by the Bu-
reau of R-clamation of the Department of
Interior in the territory served by the Brown
County REA: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That we delegates to the 1851 an-
nual meeting of the Brown County REA
strongly urge Members of Congress from the
State of Minnesota to give their whole-
hearted support to the development of the
Missouri Valley Authority and to the con-
struction of transmission lines by the Bu-
reau of Reclamation of the Department of
Interior into the area served by our associa-
tion; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
sent to all the Minnesota Congressmen and
Senators.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. NEELY, from the Committee on the
District of Columbia:

H.R.3287. A bill to authorize the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia to
appoint a member of the Metropolitan Police
Department or a member of the Fire Depart-
ment of the District of Columbia as Director
of the District Office of Civil Defense, and
for other purposes; with an amendment
(Rept. No. 309).

REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE
PAPERS

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina,
from the Joint Select Committee on the
Disposition of Executive Papers, to which
were referred for examination and rec-
ommendation two lists of records trans-
mitted to the Senate by the Archivist of
the United States that appeared to have
no permanent value or historical inter-
est, submitted reports thereon pursuant
to law.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on today, Thursday, May 3, 1951, he
presented to the President of the United
States the following enrolled bills:

8.300. An act for the relief of Lloyd F.
Stewart;

5.451. An act for the relief of James Mc-
Gillic and Blossom McGillic:

5.464. An act for the rellef of Willard
Cheek and Louise Cheek;

5.568. An act for the relief of George W.
Purdy;

5.613. An act for the relief of Ernestine
Bacon Jacobs;

8.768. An act conferring jurisdiction on
the Court of Claims of the United States to
hear, determine, and render judgment on
the claims of G. T. Elliott, Inc.,, and M. F.
Quinn;

5. 803. An act to authorize the sale of post
route and rural delivery maps, opinions of
the Solicltor, and transcripts of hearings be-
fore trial examiners, at rates to be deter-
mined by the Postmaster General; and

5.998. An act to facilitate the financing
of the defense contracts by banks and other
financing institutions, to amend the Assign-
ment of Claims Act of 1940, and for other
purposes.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were in-
troduced, read the first time, and by
unanimous consent, the second time, and
referred as follows:

By Mr. KILGORE:

S.1428, A bill for the relief of John
Tzanavaris; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr, ECTON:

S.1429. A bill to prohibit the transpor-
tation in interstate or foreign commerce of
lethal munitions except when movement is
arranged for, or on behalf of, the United
States of America or an instrumentality
thereof; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CLEMENTS (for himself and
Mr. UNDERWOOD) :

S.1430. A bill to appropriate funds for
flood protection of Barbourville, Ky.; and

5.1431. A bill to appropriate funds for
flood protection of Pineville, Ky.; to the
Committee on Appropriations,
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By Mr. KILGORE:

S.J.Res. 69, Joint resolution authorizing
the Commissioner of Public Roads to desig-
nate a transcontinental highway system to
be known as the Crozet Superhighway; to the
Committee on Public Works.

HOUSE EILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 3780) making appro-
priations for the Department of the In-
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1952, and for other purposes, was read
twice by its title and referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting sundry
nominations, which were referred to the
Committee on Armed Services.

(For nominations this day received, see
the end of Senate proceedings.)

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTICLES, ETC,,
PRINTED IN THE APPENDIX

On request, and by unanimous con-
sent, addresses, editorials, articles, etc.,
were ordered to be printed in the Appen-
dix, as follows:

5 By Mr. DOUGLAS:

A statement prepared by him regarding the
fifteenth anniversary of the Public Affairs
Committee.

By Mr. WILEY:

An article entitled “Preparedness,” written

by him and published in the May 1951 issue

of the magazine the Reserve Officer, referring -

to a long-range program for American pre-
paredness.
By Mr. LODGE:

An editorial entitled “A Critical S8ituation,”
written by Charles A. Parker and published
in the Civil Air Patrol News of April 23, 1851,

By Mr. WILLIAMS:

An artlela entitled “Ships Aiding Russla
Mortgaged to United BStates,” written by
Helen Delich, and published in the Baltimore
Sun of April 29, 1951,

By Mr. ECTON:

An editorial entitled “City Folks and Meat
Prices,” published in the Bogeman (Mont.)
Daily Chronicle of April 27, 1951.

By Mr. KEFAUVER:

Letter regarding instruction of young peo-
ple in better citizenship, written by Charles
Kress, of Binghamton, N. Y.

1y Mr. KEFAUVER:

An editorial entitled “Why Does Labor Act
That Way?"” written by Edwin A. Leahy, and
published in the April issue of Extension
magazine,

ANNIVERSARY OF THE ENACTMENT OF

POLAND'S DEMOCRATIC CONSTITUTION
(MAY 38, 1791)

Mr. SALTONSTALL., Mr. President,

I had inftended to read into the REcorp

a very brief statement, but in view of

the fact that I must return to the hear-

ing, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the body of the Recorp a brief
statement by me on the occasion of the
anniversary of the enactment of Poland’s

democratic constitution on May 3, 1791.
There being no objection, the state-

ment was ordered to be printed in the

REecorp, as follows:

ANNIVERSARY OF THE ENACTMENT oF POLAND'S
DeEMOCRATIC CONSTITUTION (May 3, 1791)
On this anniversary of the enactment of

Poland’s democratic and progressive consti-

tution (May 3, 1791), it is a privilege indeed

for me to add my voice to the many who are
expressing warm-hearted recognition to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Poland’s splendid contribution to western
Christian ecivilization.

Today, despite that magnificent record,
Poland lies behind the iron curtain and those
citizens of Poland behind that curtain and
their friends and countrymen on this side of
the water look to America as among those
free nations who have not forgotten Poland's
fate and the history of freedom she repre-
sents. We in Massachusetts number proudly
among our citizens 53,000 men and women
who were born in Poland and many others
of direct Polish descent. We know at first
hand what Poland and what freedom mean
to them.

On this anniversary let us all, as Ameri-
cans, remember the obligation and the op-
portunity that are ours—the opportunity
and obligation of standing for the right of
free men and women to remain free and to
enjoy that life and liberty and chance for
the pursuit of happiness that have since
1776 been the bond which has held us all
together, It is those same ideals of freedom
to which the Polish people still aspire and
for which they long. Let us on this occa-
sion dedicate ourselves to a ceaseless effort
to help restore freedom where it has been
lost and keep burning brightly the dream of
a better day for those upon whom for a time
the darkness of tyranny has descended. Let
us hope and work and pray that with our
help the people of Poland may again enjoy
all those blessings of liberty to which they
are so fully entitled.

WORLD MOVEMENT FOR WORLD FED-
ERAL GOVERNMENT—DISCOURSE BY
HIS HOLINESS POPE PIUS XII AND
ARTICLE FROM AMERICA

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, a
few weeks ago a very significant event
occurred in the area of international re-
lations in world politics, when His Holi-
ness Pope Pius XTII issued a statement to
the delegates to the Fourth Congress of
the World Movement for World Federal
Government on April 6, 1951. In view
of the importance of this statement, I
ask unanimous consent that it be printed
in the body of the Recorp at this point.
I also ask unanimous consent that the
remarks of the Pope be followed by an
article entitled “Pope Pius XII and
World Federation” and written by
Father Edward E. Conway, appearing in
the April 28, 1951, issue of America.

There being no objection, the discourse
by the Pope and the article from America
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

TexT oF DiscoURSE BY His HoLINESS POPE P1us
XII DURING AN AUDIENCE WITH DELEGATES
T0 THE FOURTH CONGRESS OF THE WORLD
MOVEMENT FOR WoORLD FEDERAL GOVERN=-
MENT, APRIL 6, 1851

We are very appreclative of the deference
you have displayed by this visit and we take
pleasure in addressing you members of the
World Movement for World Federal Govern-
ment. We give you cordial greetings of wel-
come. Our lively interest in the cause of
peace in the midst of a humanity so griev-
ously tormented is well known to you. We
have glven frequent proof of this interest.
That Interest, moreover, is inherent
in our' mission. The maintenance or
the reestablishment of peace has al-
ways been and always and increasingly
will be the object of our constant solicitude.
And if, too often, the results have been far
from equal to our efforts and our acts, lack
of success will never discourage us, so long
as peace does not reign in the world. Faith-
ful to the spirit of Christ, the church is striv=
ing and working for it with all her strength;
she does this by her precepts and her ex=

May 3

hortations, by her incessant activities and by
her ceaseless prayers.

The church is indeed a power for peace, at
least wherever are respected and appreciated
at their true value the independence and the
mission which the church holds from God,
in those areas where no one seeks to make
her the docile servant of a political egoism,
and where she is not treated as an enemy.
The church longs for peace, she strives in-
cessantly for peace, and her heart is ever
with those who, like her, desire peace and
devote themselves to it. She knows also,
and this is her duty, how to distinguish be-
tween the true and the false friends of peace.

The church desires peace, and therefore
applies herself to the promotion of every-
thing which, within the framework of the
divine order, both natural and supernatural,
contributes to the assurance of peace, Your
movement, gentlemen, dedicates itself to
realizing an effective political organization
of the world. Nothing is more in conform-
ity with the traditional doctrine of the
church, nor better adapted to her teaching
concerning legitimate and illegitimate war,
especially in the present circumstances. It
is necessary, therefore, to arrive at an organ-
ization of this kind, if for no other reason
than to put a stop to the armament race
in which, for decades past, the peoples have
been ruining themselves and draining their
resources to no effect. You are of the opin-
ion thac this world political organization,
in order to be effective, must be federal in
form. If by this you understand that it
should not be enmeshed in a mechanical
unitarism, agaln you are in harmony
with the principles of social and political
life so firmly founded and sustained by the
church. Indeed, no organization of the
world could live if it were not harmonized
with the whole complex of natural rela-
tions, with that normal organic order which
rules the particular relations between men
and men and between different peoples. If
it does not do that, then, no matter what its
structure may be, it will not be able to stand
up and endure.

For this reason we are convinced that your
first concern should be to establish solidly
or to restore these fundamental principles
in every fleld: national and constitutional;
economic and social; cultural and moral:

In the national and constitutional flelds:
At the present time the life of nations is
everywhere disintegrated by the blind wor-
ship of numerical strength. The citizen is
the voter. But, as such, he is in reality noth-
ing but one of the units, the total of which
constitutes a majority or a minority, which
the shifting of a few votes or even of a
single one would suffice to reverse., As far
as parties are concerned, he is of impor-
tance only for his voting value. No con-
cern is shown for his position and part in
his family and his profession.

In the economic and social flelds: There is
no organic and natural unity amongst pro-
ducers; a condition that has obtained ever
eince gquantitative utilitarianism, the sole
consideration in the matter of net cost, be-
came the one norm determining both the
loecation of production and the distribution
of labor, and since the ides of class, which
artificlally divides men in society, replaced
the idea of cooperation within the profes- -
sional community.

In the cultural and moral fields: Indi-
wvidual liberty, freed from all bonds and all
laws, all objective and social values, 1s in
reality only a death-dealing anarchy, espe-
cially in the education of the young.

Unless the universal political organiza-
tion rests upon these indispensable founda-
tions, there is risk of its being infected with
the deadly germs of mechanical unitarism.
We would like to invite those to reflect on
this point, precisely from the federalist view=
point, who dream of setting ur a world par=-
liament. Otherwise they would subject
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themselves to the play of those disintegrat-
ing forces from which our political and so-
cial order has already suffered too much,
They would only finish by adding one more
legal automaton to the many others which
threaten to stifle the nations and to reduce
men to the condition of inert instruments.

Just as, therefore, if it is to be true to
the spirit of federalism, the future world po-
litical organization cannot under any pretext
allow itself to be caught up in the play of
mechanical unitarism, so also it will enjoy
effective authority only insofar as it safe-
guards and encourages everywhere the life
that is proper to a healthy human commu-
nity, to a society in which all the members
cooperate together for the good of the whole
humanity.

What a fund of moral steadfastness, in-
telligent foresight and capacity for adjust-
ment this world authority will have to pos-
sess, qualities more than ever necessary in
those critical moments when, in the face of
malevolence, people of good will must re-
sort to its authority. After all the proofs—
trials—of the past and present, would any-
one dare to say that the current resources
of government and politics are adequate?
In truth, it is Impossible to solve the prob=-
lem of a world political organization with-
out being willing to leave the beaten path
from time to time, without appealing to the
witness of history, to a sane social philoso-
phy, and even to a certain divining of the
creative imagination.

i There, gentlemen, is a vast field of work,
study and action. ¥You have understood this
and looked it squarely in the face. You have
the courage to spend yourselves for this
cause. We congratulate you. We express to
you our wishes for your good success, and
with all our heart we pray God to grant
you His light and help in the performance of
your task.

[From America of April 28, 1851]

Prus XII aNpD WORLD FEDERATION

(By Edward A Conway, S. J.)

The more I study the April 6 discourse of
the Holy Father, in which he gave his appro-
bation to the World Federalist movement,
the warmer grows my sense of satisfaction.
As I write, I have before me the text of his
address in French and two unofficlal English
translations, neither of which can be con-
sidered definitive. I hope that we shall soon
have an authorized English version, because
the discourse, being the first formal papal
pronouncement on world government, has
profound significance for all students of
world affairs. Scholars will be analyzing and
interpreting it for months to come. They
should have the authentic thought of the
Holy Father to work on.

The original text richly repays detailed
study. At the very first reading it was ob-
vious to me that here was more than just
another extempore greeting to a group of
pilgrims. I thought, as I read, that the Holy
Father must have worked over that address
as carefully as he did over any of his famed
Christmas allocutions. I have since been
told that His Holiness confided to one of
his auditors afterward that he had stayed
up late the night before to complete the text
of his discourse, and that previously he had
spent many hours In consultation about it.
It seems obvious that the Holy Father had
determined to make a major-policy pro-
nouncement, and just as obvious that he had
determined to use the World Federalist Con-
gress as the occasion for it.

Some of the satisfaction that warms me
comes, I confess, from personal considera-
tioms. I have been hard pressed at times to
defend my presence (with a Catholic bishop)
on the National Advisory Board of United
‘World Federalists, Inc. UWF is the largest
membership group among the 70 constituent
organizations in 27 countries which make up
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the World Movement for World Federal Gov-
ernment. The unfortunate and, for me, em-
barrassing fact is that many American Cath-
olics have been turned against world federal-
ism, and specifically against United World
Federalists, by the absurd charge that the
entire federalist movement is a Communist
conspiracy. Almost daily during the past
3 years I have received letters from Catho-
lles—some inquiring, some indignant—about
my part in the federalist movement. It
would have been much easier for me to an-
swer them if the Holy Father had ever made
a clear-cut and quotable statement dealing
directly with world federal government. Un-
fortunately for me and other Catholic fed-
eralists. up to April 6, 1951, he had not.

It was always possible, of course, to prove
that a Catholic could be a Cathollc and a
federalist. But it was necessary to string
together texts from the Pope's Christmas
allocutions—a hint here and a hint there—
sufficient, however, to prove to the unpreju-
diced that “the new world order” desired by
the Pope was actually some form of world
federal government. But it was an unsatis-
factory business at best, complicated and
prohibitively time consuming.

I tried another tack some time ago by
arguing not from textual but from circum-
stantial evidence. On November 11, 1948,
the Holy Father had addressed 300 members
of the European Union of Federalists at
Castel Gandolfo. EUF is a federation of
European federalist groups, and is closely
alined with the World Movement for World
Federal Government. The Holy Father told
the European federalists that it was “high
time" to establish a European union.
“Some,"” he added, “are even asking them-
selves whether it i= not already too late.”

My World Federalist friends, I reported,
were much encouraged by the Holy Father's
partial support:

“Even though the Holy Father, they rea-
son, sald nothing explicitly about world
federation, his warm approval of European
federation will surely give immense impetus
to their movement and hasten thereby the
larger development they desire.”

I added—naively, I know now—that I was
Inclined to agree with my World Federallst
friends, My article ended with the observa-
tion:

“American Catholics ‘could make a dis-
tinctively Catholic and definitely valuable
contribution to the World Federalist move-
ment. It remains to be seen whether the
Pope's Armistice Day address will inspire
them to do so. At the very least we may
expect the more perceptive among them to
begin taking an interest in federalism, since
it so obviously interests the Pope."

Earlier in the article I had warned the
federalists that “Catholics are curiously and
often callously indifferent to mnoninfallible
papal pronouncements.” But I was totally
unprepared for and correspondingly appalled
by what followed. Most of “the more per-
ceptive Catholics” remained indifferent to
federalism, while the less perceptive began
to take what I must call a violent interest
in the destruction of the whole movement,

Catholic newspapers reprinted the mis-
representations of Mervin E. Hart's rabidly
nationalistic Economic Council Letter, and
quoted approvingly from Joseph P. Eamp’s
We Must Abolish the United States, which
asserts that the aims and objectives of the
American Federalists add up to treason. In-
deed, treasonous, traitorous, and unpatriotic
were among the milder epithets hurled at
Catholic Federalists by fellow-Catholics.
For a time we dismissed these denunciations
as being merely what Plus XII called in 1848
the aberrations of an intransigent nation-
alism which denies or spurns the common
bonds linking the nations together.

It was not long, however, before similar at-
tacks came from more responsible Catholio
quarters, based only too obvlously on the
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same poisonous sources. Moreover, author=
ized representatives of respectable Catholic
organizations began to appear before State
legislatures demanding the repeal of long-
standing world-government  resolutions.
Thanks to this Catholic intervention, some
legislatures either repealed or modified them.

United World Federalists, chief beneficiary
of this Catholic interest in federalism, and
much disturbed by it, asked its most prom-
inent Catholic member to do something
about it. He is Thomas H. Mahony, Boston
attorney, former president of the Catholic
Assoclation for International Peace, now
chairman of the Catholic Commission on
Intellectual and Cultural Affairs, and for 8
years chairman of the UWF policy commit=
tee. Mr. Mahony tried to lift the level of
the debate by compiling Parallel Thinking,
Catholic and Federalish, Upon the Organi-
zation of the World Peace. Under five head-
ings: Disarmament; Security and Prepared-
ness; National Sovereignty and its Limita=-
tion; Amendments of the United Nations
Charter; A Federated World, he compared
Catholic statements from St. Augustine to
Pius XII with corresponding UWF proposals.
Eschewing all argument, Mr. Mahony simply
asked his readers to draw their own rea=
sonable inferences from the comparison.
The similarities were sensational.

The booklet was published last September
(15 cents, Thomas H. Mahony, 10 State
St., Boston 9, Mass.). But it seems to
have made little impression in some Catholic
communities—Baltimore, for example. Cath-
olic antifederalism reached its apogee
there with the appearance of the Baltimore
edition of the Catholic Review of February
16, 1951. Under a screaming headline,
“Catholics Backing Anti-Federalist Move,"”
the diocesan weekly revealed—it must have
had its own revelation—that “almost every
Catholle in this archdiocese is expressing
support of a resolution * * * up before
the Maryland House of Delegates which
voices strong objections to the idea of world
government as proposed by the Federalists.”
The Maryland Action Guild, the Enights of
Columbus, and the Catholic War Veterans
were solidly lined up with the American
Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Daughters
of the American Revolution, Children of the
American Revolution, the Minute Women of
Maryland, and the Daughters of 1812, “The
Federalist resolutions,” said the Catholic
spokesmen, “‘collided with Catholic patriotic
principles.” One Louis Carroll, speaking for
the Maryland Action Guild, said that World
Federalists were most surely moving into the
footsteps of Lenin and Stalin (Cathollc Re-
view, February 23, 1951, p. 8).

Do you wonder that I, as a World Federal-.
ist, felt grateful relief and warm satisfaction
when I read these words in the Holy Father’'s
April 6 discourse:

“Your movement: [the World Movement for
a World Federal Government]| dedicates it-
self to realizing an effective political organi-
zation of the world. Nothing is more in con-
formity with the traditional doctrine of the
Church, or better adapted to her teaching
concerning legitimate or illegitimate war,
especially in the present circumstances. It
is necessary, therefore, to arrive at an or-
ganization of this kind, if for no other rea-
son than to put a stop to the armament
race.”

That solemn approbation should end once
and for all the argument as to whether a
Catholic can be a Federalist. Whether it
inspires Catholics to work actively in the
Federalist movement remains, as I remarked
once bhefore, to be seen. For my part, I
cannot recall a more forthright papal en-
dorsement of any movement, either Catholic,
or, as this happens to be, nonsectarian.

Some Catholics, of course, are already say-
ing that the Pope approved only the general

_ldeal of a far in the future world state,
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not any concrete program for its proxi-
mate realization. None but nationalist die-
hards would deny that he was talking on
April 6 to a definite group with a definite,
even though not detailed, program. The
-Pope implied clearly enough, it seems to me,
that the world political organization must
be realized as rapldly as possible *“if for
no other reason than to put a stop to the
armament race”—the current race, not one
in the problematical future.

The world federal government which
WMWFG proposes and which the Holy
Father has endorsed is a strictly limited
one. During its Roman congress its fourth,
by the way, the movement outlined the
powers of that government in its “Declara-
tion to the foreign ministers of the four
great powers, to all the governments of the
nations, and to the world's war-weary

leg":

“The time has come when the nations and
peoples of the world must create an all-
inciusive world federal government Which
can guarantee to each nation security against
attack by others, Such a government must
have the power—

“1, To prohibit by law the right of nations
to use force or the threat of force in inter-
national affairs,

“2. To make laws binding upon individuals
and national governments prohibiting the
construction or possession of armaments be-
yond that required for internal police pur-
poses, and to administer an agreed schedule
for universal disarmament.

“3, To maintain adequate and effective
civilian inspection and police forces to as-
sure that the world law affecting armaments
is respected.

*“4,  To bring to trial in world courts any
individuals and groups who conspire to build
weapons of war in violation of world law.”

Catholics who fear that a world state
possessing those powers would swallow up
their personal liberties overlook the world
federalist proviso that—

“All powers not expressly delegated to
the world federal government should be re-
served to the nations and their peoples, thus
leaving each nation its choice of its own
domestic, political, economie, social, and
religious institutions.”

In his Parallel Thinking, Thomas Mahony
made it clear that “the proposals do not
envisage a superstate in which nations
would be merged and lose their identity
and domestic autonomy—a unitary state or
empire. They contemplate complete auton-
omy of each nation in its national or domes=
tic fleld. They merely propose a limitation
of the external authority or sovereignty of
nations—the right to make war.”

Absolute sovereignty, of course, is. the
motto emblazoned on the banners of the
embattled Catholic opponents of world gov-
ernment. I very much fear that a mistaken
notion about sovereignty inspires their charge
that world federalism is opposed to Catholic
patriotic principles. To put it bluntly, I
am afraid that they have never accepted
that traditional doctrine of the church with
which, according to the Holy Father, the
‘world federalist movement 15 actually in
accord. What is that traditional doctrine?
Pius XII forcefully defined it in his Christmas
message of 1948:

“The Catholic doctrine on the state and
civil society has always beeen based on the
principle that, in keeping with the will of
God, the nations form together a commmunity
with a common aim and common duties.
Even when the proclamation of this prineiple
-and its practical consequences gave rise to
viclent reactions, the church denied her
assent to the erronecus concept of an ab-
solutely autonomous soverelgnty divested of
all social obligations.”

Is it too much to hope that the Holy
Father's latest interpretation of that prin-
ciple and its practical consequence—the
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ceding to a world government of enough
national sovereignty to save the world from
catastrophic war—will not give rise to violent
reactions? My modest hope is that it will
ingpire all American Catholics to study this
remarkable document. Every one of its para-
graphs is pregnant with meaning. Almost
every one of its lines reminds one of more
extended treatment of the same topic in
other papal pronouncements.

I hope, too, that the Holy Father's dis-
course will arouse new interest in Guido
Gonella’'s A World To Reconstruct. Cardinal
Stritch's bishops' committee on the Pope's
peace plan published it in 1944 through
Bruce of Milwaukee. My esteemed asso-
ciate, Father LaFarge, predicted at the time
(America, September 5, 1944) that the book
would produce “wide enlightenment.”
Would that it had. Signor Gonella, most
authoritative interpreter of the mind of Pius
XII on the problem of world order, may still
be, in Father LaFarge's phrase, "strong medi-
cine.” But I question whether, in view of
the Pope’s recent pronouncement, he still is
“much stronger medicine than most people
in this country and most of our politiclans
are prepared to swallow.” 1Is it too much to
ask that a revised version of Gonella he
published promptiy?

In view of the widespread misapprehen-
slon that all World Federalists are Commu-
nist conspirators, it s unfortunate that in
the story on the Pope's April 6 discourse dis-
tributed by the NC News Service his conclud-
ing remarks were omitted. I add them here
to reassure and inspire all Catholic Federal-
ists:

“Therein [solving the problem of a world
political organization] lies a vast field of
work, study, and action. You have under-
stood this and looked it equarely in the face.
You have the courage to spend yourselves
for this cause. We congratulate you, We
express to your our wishes for your good
success, and with all our heart we pray God
to grant you His light and His help in the
performance of your task.”

May thousands of American Catholics soon
merit that benediction. May theirs be the
mission of helping the World Federalists Lo
gkirt the pitfalls which His Holiness warned
against in his cordial endorsement of their

movement, '
SUPPLYING OF AGRICULTURAL WORKERS
FROM MEXICO

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (S. 984) to amend the Agri-
cultural Act of 1949.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the modified
amendment submitted by the Senator
from Oregon [Mr. Corpon] on behalf
of himself and other Senators.

OPEN VERSUS CLOSED HEARINGS AT
MEETINGS OF THE ARMED SERVICES
AND FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEES

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, since
the Armed Services Committee and the
Foreign Relations Committee voted this
morning to permit Members of the Sen-
ate who are not members of the com-
mittees to attend the current hearings
on national defense policies, which they
now have under consideration as a part
of their agenda, it is obviously unneces-
sary for the Senate to take action upon
the so-called Watkins-Ferguson reso-
lution, Senate Resolution 137, as origi-

nally offered.

However, the junior Senator from Ne-
braska, speaking, he is sure, on behalf
of many Members of the Senate, be-
lieves that the question of whether the
committees should hold open, public

May 8

hearings on matters which do not con-
cern vital security subjects should be
determined by the Senate. The Senate
should make the final determination.

In order that there may be a clear-
cut decision on the question, the junior
Senator from Nebraska will move that
the Senate do now consider Senate Reso-
lution 137. The resclution is the so-
called Watkins-Ferguson resolution.

Mr. President, I will be perfectly
frank. If the Senate agrees to my mo-
tion, I will move that all after the word
“Resolved,” referring to the admission
of Senators to the hearings, be stricken
from the resclution, in view of the fact
that such permission has now been
granted and to insert in lieu thereof
provisions directing open, public hear-
ings, except on matters of vital security,
as determined by a majority of the com-
mittees.

The junior Senator from Nebraska be-
lieves that the American people are en-
titled to direct, first-hand knowledge of
the testimony as given by witnesses be-
fore the committees,

The country has heard a part of the
story. Why should they not hear the
rest of the story? The safe, sure way
of getting the facts before the people
is to permit the press and radio to report
the proceedings directly as they occur
and to admit as many people to the hear-
ings as the hearing room will accommo-
date.

Mr. President, I have just come from
the first session of the hearings which
convened a short time ago. Never be-
fore have I had so many newspaper men
rush up to me as when I came out of
the door of the committee hearing room.
They rushed up to me and asked, “What
did he say? What did he say?” In the
newspapers this evening, Mr. President,
this man will be quoted, and that man
will be quoted; this man will give his
interpretation, and that man will give
his interpretation. Either interpreta-
tion may be completely different from
the intention of the direct testimony.
I plead with Members of the Senate to
think of what will happen.

I say most respectfully that there is
no intention, in asking for hearings to
viclate any provisions of national se-
curity. Men of the caliber of MacAr-
thur, the Secretary of State, and other
trusted officials, who will testify before
the committees, will not answer any
question if the answer involves a viola-
tion of the security of the United States.
Everyone knows that to be so. The fact
has been demonstrated in previous hear-
ings, which were held, for example, on
the troops-to-Europe issue, or the so-
called Wherry resolution, It has heen
demonstrated time and time again.
Witnesses who were asked such ques-
tions, very modestly, humbly, and prop-
erly asked that they be permitted to
answer such questions in executive ses-
sion, and that was done. The same pro-
cedure could be followed in this case.
By and large, the bulk of the testimony
should be made public and should be
available to the people of the Unifed
States.

Policies have been discussed. They
have been laid on the table. We should
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know whether there is backing for the
policies proposed, because the people,
through their Congress, are the ones
who determine national defense policies.
Of course, military questions are left to
the military command, as they should
he. All questions of national security
should be left to them.

I have never had demonstrated to me
more clearly than this morning, when
I left the hearing room, how the press
will try to get every grain of informa-
tion they can get, to give it to the public.
All that can properly be furnished to
the public should be furnished to them
in the form of direect testimony, re-
ported directly by the press and radio,
and only matters of security should be
left to the executive session.

As I said, the country has heard a
part of the story as it affects the national
defense, They should now hear the rest
of the story. The safe and sure way of
getting the facts before the people is to
permit the press and radio to report the
proceedings directly as they occur, and
to admit as many people to the hearing
as the hearing room will accommodate.

Mr. President, I am not asking for a
show. I am not asking that the hear-
ings be held in a ball park. I am not
asking for a burlesque affair. It was not
a burlesque before, and it does not have
to be a burlesque now. Under the able
chairmanship of one of the finest Mem-
bers of this body, the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. Russerr]l, who is known
for his fairness, I will not worry about
an open hearing, as he would conduct
it, being classified as a burlesque show,
or any other kind of show. The hearings
will be conducted with respect and dig-
nity. I hope the Senate will take the
initiative before it is too late and give
the press and the radio an opportunity
to report to the public what they can
report with respect to the great national
defense policies, which the people must
help to determine through their repre-
sentatives in Congress.

It is not unusual to ask for public

hearings by the Armed Services Com-
mittee and the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. Both committees deal in mat-
ters affecting vitally the national secu-
rity, and both committees are quite able
to distinguish between matters which
should be kept secret in the public in-
terest and matters which should be made
public in the publie interest.

Secrecy in Government procedure is
abhorrent to the American way. It is
not the American way. Foreign policy
and national defense policies of this Re-
public are, in the last analysis, made by
the people. I am not complaining about

the character or ability of those who

constitute the two commitiees, or about
their trustworthiness. But all the Mem-
bers of the Senate and House who are
duly elected by the people are the ones
to form the defense policies of the coun-
try. In the United States the people
rule; and if the people are to make the
right decisions, they must have all the
necessary facts to do so.

I say to Members of the Senate, includ-
ing my good friend the majority leader—
and I say this from the bottom of my
heart—that it is only in this spirit and
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with this approach that the junior Sen-
ator from Nebraska now moves that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
‘Senate Resolution 137, which is the
so-called Watkins-Ferguson resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be read for the information of
the Senate.

The resolution (S. Res. 137) was read,
as follows:

Resolved, That any Member of the Senate
is authorized to attend as an observer any
hearing or other meeting, whether execu-
tive or open, held by the Committees on
Armed Services and Foreign Relations in
accordance with the order of the Senate of
April 25, 1951,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY]
that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of Senate Resolution 137.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the amendment
which I intend to offer, which was to be
printed and lie on the table—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate
must first proceed fo consider the reso-
lution.

Mr. WHERRY. I am merely asking
that the amendment which I propose to
offer be read at this time, if the present
cccupant of the Chair will permit it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
has no disposition to prevent it.

Mr. WHERRY. I ask unanimous
consent that it be read at this point.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the amendment intended to be
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska
will be read.

The LecistaTive CLERK. It is proposed
to strike out all after the resolving clause,
and insert the following:

That the Committee on Armed Services
and the Committee on Foreign Relations, sit-
ting jointly to consider matters affecting the
national defense, be, and hereby are, di-
rected to hear General of the Army Douglas
MacArthur and other witnesses in open, pub=
lic hearings: Provided, That no matters, the
publication of which would be prejudicial to
the security of the United States, as deter-
mined by a majority of such committees,
shall be considered in open, public hearings.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, if I
may continue for a moment, I neglected
to state, as I should have stated, that if
my motion is agreed to, it will only tem-
porarily displace the unfinished business.
This is the only way such a motion can
be made. My understanding is that if
the motion is agreed to, when the reso-
Iution is disposed of the unfinished busi-
ness will be the farm-labor bill, or it
could be made the unfinished business
on motion of the majority leader.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In view of
the Senator’s remarks, the Chair sug-
gests that the adoption of the resolution
would displace the unfinished business
and send it back to the calendar. An-
other motion would be necessary to take
it up again. It would not be merely
temporarily displaced.

Mr. WHERRY. If that be the case,
not only will the junior Senator from Ne-
braska support a motion to make the
farm-labor bill the unfinished business,

but I am satisfied that I speak for many
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Members on this side of the aisle when
I say that they will support it., There is
no intention to cause any undue delay
in the passage of the farm-labor bill.
The demonstration made on the floor of
the Senate by many Senators who are in
favor of it, including the Senator from
Nebraska, certainly is evidence of that
faet.

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor will state it.

Mr. ELLENDER. What will happen
to all the amrendments to the pending
bill which have already been adopted by
the Senate if the bill is sent back to the
calendar?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ments which have been agreed to would
not be affected.

Mr. ELLENCER. So the status of the
bill would remain as it now is, so far as
the amendments which have already
been adopted are concerned,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor is correct; and the amendment pend-
ing would be pending when the consid-
eration of the bill was resumed.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, we
have been engaged in consideration of
the farm-labor bill for an entire week,
This is the eighth day since its consid-
eration was started. We have been de-
prived of an opportunity to pass the bill
largely by speeches on the MacArthur
controversy. I do not know how the
Senate is going to transact any business
if that sort of thing continues.

I talze the position that, regardless of
what my personal ideas may be, the com-
mittees should be permitted to pass upon
their own procedures, and decide
whether they are to have open hearings
or closed hearings. It would certainly
be an unusual procedure for us again
to put on a show before the public.

The Senator from Nebraska has stated
that General MacArthur came before
the joint meeting of the Senate and
House and discussed certain matters, I
presume he told everything that he
wanted to tell in open hearings. I pre-
sume that at that time he told the things
which he thought the public ought to
know. The main thing which I want
the people to have the benefit of, to as
great an extent as possible, is the docu-
mentary evidence. However, a part of
that is highly secret. A request has
heen made for the plans of the fighting
in Korea. I would be willing to concede,
at least for the sake of argument, that
General MacArthur would not reveal any
secret, but once a question is asked in
regard to a secret document, that secret
document becomes evidence. Everyone
knows that in the trial of cases in court
questions are frequently asked for their
effect upon the jury.

Mr. President, before passing on the
question of taking up the resolution and
displacing the farm-labor bill, I feel that
we should have a quorum call, so I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. AIKEN. Mr, President, will the
Senator withhold his suggestion of the
absence of a quorum for a moment?

Mr, McFARLAND. I withhold it for
the moment,
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TRANSFER OF PROPERTY TO VERMONT
AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE—CONFER~
ENCE REPORT

Mr., ATEEN submitted the following
conference report, which was read:

The committee of tonference on the dis-
agreeing wvotes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the House to the hill (8. 271)
to suthorize the transfer to the Vermont
Agricultural College of certain lands in Ad-
dison County, Vermont, for agricultural pur-
poses, having met, after full and free con-
ference, have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to their respective Houses as
follows:

That the Senate recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the House and
agree to the same with an amendment as
follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be
inserted by the House amendment insert the
following: “That the Secretary of Agricul-
ture is authorized and directed to transfer
and convey to the Vermont Agricultural Col-
lege, a State-owned corporation, upon ac-
ceptance by said agricultural college, with-
out cost, the real property comprising nine
hundred forty-two and forty-two one-hun-
dredths acres, more or less, of the United
States Morgan Horse Farm located In Addi-
son County, town of Weybridge, Vermont,
and such of the personal property of this
station as may be agreed upon, in writing,
by the Secretary of Agriculture and the dean
of the Vermont Agricultural College. Such
real and personal property and research rec-
ords shall be transferred upon the express
condition that they shall be used by the
Vermont Agricultural College for the benefit
of agriculture for such period as may be
agreed upon by the Secretary and the said
college at the time of transfer.

“The authority herein contained shall ex-
pire on June 30, 1951, unless, prior to such
expiration date, the dean of the Vermont
Agricultural College shall have notified the
Secretary of Agriculture of the acceptance
of the lands and other property of the sta-
tion under the terms of this Act.”

And the House agree to the same.

AvLEn J. ELLENDER,

Cuyoe R. HoEy,

Orin D. JOHNSTON,

GEeORGE D. AIREN,

Mnton R. Youwe,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.

Harorp D. COOLEY,

W. R. PoAGE,

GeorceE GRANT,

Crirrorp R. HOPE,

Avc, H. ANDRESEN,

Managers on the Part of the House,

Mr. ATKEN. Mr. President, the con-
ference report on Senate bill 271 has
been approved by the House. That is
the bill relating to permission to the De-
partment of Agriculture to transfer the
so-called Morgan horse farm at Wey-
bridge, Vt., to the Vermont Agricultural
College under certain conditions. I un-
derstand that the conference report was
approved by the House today. I ask
unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the conference report.

The VICE PRESIDENT. 1Is there ob-
jection to the request of the Senator
from Vermont?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the report.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the conference
report.

Mr. MCFARLAND. Does not the Sen-
ator from Vermont think that the Sen-
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ator from Oregon [Mr. Morse] ought to
have notice that the conference report is
being taken up?

Mr. AIKEN. I do not know whether
the Senator from Oregon wants notice
of it or not.

Mr. McFARLAND. This is a privil-
eged matter, and it can be taken up im-
mediately after the quorum call. I think
we ought to have a quorum call.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll,
and the following Senators answered to
their nemes:

Alken Hayden Murray
Anderson Hoey Neely
Butler, Nebr, Kllgore Robertson
Carlson Langer Schoeppel
Cordon McFarland Wherry
Dirksen McEellar Willlams
Ecton Martin

Ellender Maybank

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce
that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr,
Cravez], and the Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. EasTrAND] are absent on offi-
cial business.

The Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Georce] is necessarily absent.

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
Huntl is absent by leave of the Senate
on official business for the Committee on
Armed Services.

The Senator from New York [Mr.
Leaman] is absent by leave of the Senate
on official business, having been ap-
pointed a member of the United States
delegation to the World Health Organi-
zation, which will meet in Geneva, Bwit-
zerland.

The Senator from Washington [(Mr.
Magnuson] is absent by leave of the Sen-
ate on official committee business.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce
that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr,
Durrl, the Senator from Ohio [Mr,
Tart], and the Senator from Utah [Mr.
Warkins] are necessarily absent.

The Senator from Idaho [Mr, WELKER]
i3 absent on official business.

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. CapE-
HART] is absent by leave of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. A guorum is
not present.

The Secretary will call the names of
the absent Senators.

The legislative clerk called the names
of the absent Senators; and Mr. CLE-
MENTS, Mr. Frear, Mr. Hennines, Mr.
HoLLAanp, Mr. HUMPHREY, and Mr. JOHN-
son of Colorado answered to their names
when called.

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
not present.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I move
that tke Sergeant at Arms be directed

to request the attendance of absent Sen- -

ators.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the
Senator from Nebraska.

The motion was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Ser=
geant at Arms will act accordingly.

Mr. NEELY. I ask unanimous con=-
sent that the motion be repeated.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The motion
has been agreed to, that the Sergeant
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at Arms be directed to request the at-
tendance of absent Senators.

‘Mr. NEELY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. No debate
is in order. There is no quorum present.

Mr, NEELY. I ask unanimous con-
sent to amend the request so that it will
be in conformity with the rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
cannot consider a unanimous-consent
request when there is no quorum present,
and it has been so announced.

After a little delay, Mr, BENNETT, Mr,
BenTOoN, Mr. BREWSTER, Mr. BRICKER,
Mr. Bripces, Mr. BurtLEr of Maryland,
Mr. Byrp, Mr. Cain, Mr. Casg, Mr. Con-
NALLY, Mr, DoucrAs, Mr. DWORSHAR,
Mr. FErcuUsoN, Mr, FranpErs, Mr. FuL-
BRIGHT, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. GILLETTE, Mr.
GREEN, Mr. HENDRICKSON, Mr. HiCKEN=-
LOOPER, Mr. HrLr, Mr, Ives, Mr. JENNER,
Mr. Jounson of Texas, Mr. JoEHNSToN of
South Carolina, Mr. KEFAUVER, Mr. KEm,
Mr. KErr, Mr. KnowrLAnp, Mr. Lobgk,
Mr. Loxc, Mr. Marong, Mr. McCarraN,
Mr. McCartHY, Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr.
McMasoN, Mr. MILLIKIN, Mr. MONRONEY,
Mr. Moopy, Mr. Morse, Mr. MuNpT, Mr,
Nmxon, Mr. O'Conor, Mr, O'MAHONEY,
Mr. PasTore, Mr. RusseLL, Mr. SALTON-
STALL, Mr, SMATHERS, Mrs. SmitH of
Maine, Mr. Smite of New Jersey, Mr,
Smrta of North Carclina, Mr. STENNIS,
Mr. Taye, Mr. Toeey, Mr. UNDERWOOD,
Mr. WiLEY, and Mr, Younc entered the
Chamber and answered to their names.'

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
present. The question is on agreeing to
the conference report.

The report was agreed to.

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, in order
to make effective the provisions of the
bill it will be necessary to cbtain an ap-
propriation from the Vermont Legisla-
ture. The legislature will adjourn next
week, Therefore, in order that the Pres-
ident may be able to sign the bill before
it is too late, I move that the Senate
reconsider the vote by which the confer-
ence report’' was agreed to.

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I
move to lay on the table the motion to
reconsider.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen-
ator from Louisiana to lay on the table
the motion to reconsider made by the
Senator from Vermont.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish to
make very brief comment., I merely de-
sire to say that everything I said in the
past in opposition to the bill I now say
again by way of reference, and theoreti-
cally incorporate as a part of my re-
marks. I recognize that the Senate has
spoken. Nevertheless, I think time will
prove that the observations I made in
opposition to the bill were right.

OFEN VERSUS CLOSED HEARINGS AT
MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES ON ARMED
SERVICES AND FOREIGN RELATIONS

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion
is on agreeing to the motion of the Sena-
tor from Nebraska [Mr, WHERRY] to pro-
ceed to the consideration of Senate Res-
olution 137,

i
1
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Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
wish to make my position clear with ref-
erence to the pending motion.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate
will be in order.

Mr. McFARLAND. I think it would
be setting a very poor precedent if the
Senate were to adopt special rules di-
recting committees how they shall hold
their hearings every time a hearing is
held. I think such maftters should be
left for determination to the committees
themselves. I believe the Senate would
regret it in the future if it agreed to the
pending motion.

The distinguished Senator from Ne-
braska has made the statement that he
is certain the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Russerr] would be able to conduct hear-
ings which would not be a show and
would not reveal any secrets. I am glad
that he has confidence in the distin-
guished Senator from Georgia. I hope
that he will have sufficient confidence in
him to follow his good judgment in re-
gard to what ought to be done with ref-
erence fto the resolution directing that
the committees shall have open hearings,
which would be contrary to the majority
judgment of the committees.

I have at all times stated, and I am
still of the opinion, that every bit of evi-
dence which can be divulged without
risk to the security of the United
States and without risk to the lives of our
boys in Korea should be given to the pub-
lic. Such has been my position from the
very beginning. I think the Senate of
the United States is not in the position
of making such a determination. The
Senate as a whole should not make the
decision. The members of the commit-
tee know more about the contents of sec-
ret documents. Therefore, so farasIam
personally concerned, although, as I have
said from the very beginning, I am in
favor of the public having the benefit of
every bit of information which does not
risk the security of the United States of
America. I believe the question should
be left to the committees. As I said, it
would be a poor policy to establish a
precedent of this kind.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion before the Senate is not for consid-
eration. The question is on the motion
to take it up.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr, President, the
Senator from Michigan, as one of the
sponsors of the resolution, wishes to
thank the committee, particularly the
chairman, for having voted in commit-
tee today to permit all Senators to be
present at the hearings. I believe at
times this morning more Senators who
are not members of the committee were
present at the hearing than the 25 mem-
bers who constitute the committee. It
showed the great interest felt by Sena-
tors. I am satisfied that the testimony
convinced every Senator that the prob-
lem involved is of great concern to the
Nation. I suppose there will be differ-
ences of opinion as to whether or not
any word was said of a nature which
should not be given to the general pub-
lic.

Mr. President, the sons of our citi-

zens are dying on the battlefields of Ko- -

rea. At the hearing this morning ap-
peared the Commander in Chief in that
area, who was there with the boys. He
personally went to the front on many oc-
casions. He testified this morning.

The Senator from Michigan has not
taken the floor on the merits of the con-
troversy, but merely on the procedure to
be followed. The Senator from Michi-
gan spoke briefly yesterday on the neces-
sity for allowing the Senators to hear the
testimony. I also said thatI was in favor
of holding public hearings, I hope that
the hearings will be open. I should like
to be corrected if I am wrong, but I un-
derstand that no vote was taken by the
committee this morning on the question
of holding open hearings. I again wish
to thank the members of the committee
for what they have done today for the
United States Senate and for the people
of the United States, by allowing Sena-
tors to attend the hearings. At first
glance the resolution which it is sought
to have considered may seem to be moot;
but it is not moot.

Mr, MARTIN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes,

Mr. MARTIN, Did the committee
vote this morning to permit only Sena-
tors to attend the hearings, or did the
committee vote to permit also Mem-
bers of the House to attend?

Mr. FERGUSON. I understand that
only Senators were permitted. If I am
wrong, I should like to be corrected.
The Senator from Michigan was not
present when the vote was taken.

Mr. President, this is not a moot ques-
tion. The only way we can get the ques-
tion parliamentarily before the Senate
is by a consideration of the resolution.
It is the intention of the Senator from
Michigan, in behalf of himself and the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Wartkinsl to
modify the resolution, so as to include
the language of the amendment which
is now on the desk. I should like to point
out to the Senafe exactly what we would
be voting on. The modification provides:

That the Committee on Armed Services
and the Committee on Foreign Relations,
sitting jointly to consider matters affecting
the national defense, be, and hereby are, di-
rected to hear General of the Army Douglas
MacArthur and other witnesses in open, pub-
lic hearings—

This is the important part of the lan-
guage—

Provided, That no matters, the publication
of which would be prejudicial to the secu-

‘rity of the United States, as determined by

a majority of such committees, shall be con-
sidered in open, public hearings.

Mr. President, they can hold execu-
tive hearings on all matters which are
secret, or which should be considered in
secret because they involve the securi-
ty of the United States. That is the
only question. There is no excuse for
a private hearing on anything except
matters which would affect the security
of the United States. This is an investi-
gation of a question of policy.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. Just a moment. I
agree that if any question involves the
security of the United States, it should
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be considered in secret. We have lost
too many men, and we do not want to
lose more by virtue of making public
any information which involves the na-
tional security.

I hope we can get a vote on this ques-
tion, and have an assurance from the
chairman of the committee that he will
call his committee together and place
this proposal before them, so that they
may do as they did this morning, name-
ly, reverse their ruling and allow hear-
ings under the terms of the modified
form of the resolution, depending upon
the security of the United States.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
I should like to say, Does the Senator
from Michigan know whether or not
anything will come out at the hearing
which may be in the nature of a mili-
tary secret?

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from
Michigan does not know what the com-
mittee has in mind bringing out. The
Senator from Michigan can only say
what he heard this morning, The Sen-
ator from Michigan will say at this mo-
ment that he did not hear anything
which he believes would affect the secu-
rity of the United States. It might ben-
efit, but I do not think it would be det-
rimental to the security of the United
States.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
I should like to ask a further question.
Does the Senator believe that the 26
Members of the Senate who are mem-
bers of the joint committee, and will be
listening to all the evidence brought out,
would be more competent to pass upon
the question when it arises in the com-
mittee than the Senate as a whole would
be? Which group would be more com-
petent?

Mr. FERGUSON. That is not the
question before the Senate today. It is
proposed to give to the committee au-
thority to pass upon the question of se-
curity.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. KERR. Is that after the ques-
tion has been asked and answered, or
before?

Mr. FERGUSON. It will be at the
time the question is asked. This prob-
lem has been solved in Appropriations
Committee hearings and in hearings be-
fore other committees. Practically all
the witnesses will be military men. If
they are not military men they will not
know any military secrets.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President——

Mr. FERGUSON. Just a moment.
They will be able to say whether or not
a certain question is prejudicial to the
security of the United States.

This procedure has been followed by
committees during the entire life of the
Senate. During World War I and World
War II committees held public hearings.
Military witnesses are very careful. They
are not going to say anything which is
prejudicial. Questions which involve the
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security of the United States can be an-
swered in a secret session.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina,
Does not the Senator know that while
various and sundry questions are being
asked at a public hearing, with the pub-
lie listening in, Stalin will have his stool
pigeon there, and that when questions
are asked and answered Stalin will im-
mediately know what benefits Russia.
Is that not true?

Mr., DIRKSEN. Mr. President——

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Fresident, the
same procedure would apply to these
hearings that applies to all other open
hearings. I take it for granted that

representatives of Tass and other per- ~

sons who are interested in Russia would
be present. Even in the departments
there are persons who have been known
to give evidence to Russia. Even in the
Justice Department, when the FBI re-
ports came through, minutes were taken
from them and delivered to Russia. Even
in the Defense Department there were
persons who mimeographed reports of
secret documents.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. FERGUSON. Just a moment.
The evidence clearly shows that there
was a microfilming machine in George-
town, where the agents of a foreign gov-
ernment were making microfilms of doc-
uments when they were not able to carry
packages of them to New York, in order
that they might be given to the secret
agents of Russia.

We are talking about the public in this
great Republic, where public opinion
must be a force, and yet it is said that
the public is not entitled to open hear-
ings.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. DIRKSEN. If it is not a trans-
gression of the rules of the Senate to in-
quire about procedure in the other body,
am I correctly informed that the chair-
man of the Foreign Affairs Committee of
the House announced yesterday that
they propose to have open hearings be-
fore the Foreign Affairs Committee of
the House of Representatives? If they
do, will it not make the Senate seem
positively silly?

Mr. FERGUSON. I saw what the
Senator has indicated in the press, and
I take it to be a fact.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. KERR. The Senator has de-
scribed some tragic events where great
effort was evidently made to obfain some
of the secret information with reference
to the security of this country. Is the
Senator not aware that what he here and
now proposes would make it possible for
the information to reach the enemy
without his having to go to so much
trouble? I wonder if he is seeking to
make it easier for him,

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator knows
that what he says is an absolute false-
hood. He knows it. There is no doubt
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about it. He accuses the Senator from
Michigan of wanting to give aid and
comfort to an enemy, Mr. President.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President——

Mr. FERGUSON. I will not yield, Mr.
President.

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to me for a question?

Mr. FERGUSON. I merely wish to
sgay this——

The VICE PRESIDENT.
declines to yield.

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes; I decline to
yield.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators will
respect the desire of the Senator from
Michigan,

Mr. FERGUSON. I am not going to
say any more to the Senator from Okla-
homa, except to tell him this: I am re-
minded of the farmer who was kicked by
a mule. His friends said, “What did you
do to the mule?”’ He replied, “I con-
sidered the source.” I now consider the
source from which that remark came,
and I have no further reply to it.

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from
Michigan was sincere when he requested
yesterday that Members of the Senate
be permitted to be precent at the hear-
ings., Omne of the first men to appear
there was a man who filibustered on this
floor last night, using ridicule because
he did not have anything to say. He
was the first to go into the hearing and
sit there. Oh, if the public could have
seen his face when the testimony was
being given at the hearing, he would
have been able to convey to Oklahoma
some of the real facts. I am sure that
when he lies down in bed he will yemem-
ber some of the things he said upon the
floor of the Senate, ridiculing the gen-
eral who testified. God gives man a
conscience, so that he can repent for
wrongs.

Mr. President, I was sincere when I
made my request yesterday, and I am
sincere today. I yield to no man in pa-
triotism or in the desire to defend Amer-
ica. Iknow what communism is. I have
studied it. The Senator from South Da-
kota and the Senator from Michigan
took affirmative action when they pro-
posed the security bill, which other Sen-
ators joined them in passing, but which
was opposed by some Members of the
Senate. That bill was passed in the
Senate and in the House over the Presi-
dent’s veto.

'The Senator

Yet, it is said that we on this side who

want open hearings are traitors to the
United States of America!

Mr. President, I never thought the
time would come when men’s consciences
would leave them, and for political bene-
fits they would say thingc upon this floor
in accusation of other Senators.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I do
not rise with any hope that any appeal
to reason in this body in the prevailing
atmosphere could possibly have any ef-
fect. I regretfully express the opinion
that the Senate has passed the bound-
ary of reason in these matters. I rise
in justice to myself to speak on a ques-
tion about which I have profound con-
victions, and in order that the record

_ for the future may be quite clear,
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May I be permitted to advert briefly
to the question of Senators attending
this hearing? I have had certain dif-
ficulties in arranging the hearings and
in attempting to follow my policy of con-
sulting with all the members of the
committee with respect to the details. I
encountered a difficulty when the Armed
Services Committee in the first instance,
as I understood, voted unanimously to
conduct the hearings in executive ses-
sion. Public sentiment was at fever heat
after that action was taken.

I do not challenge the right of any
person to reverse Limself, and I am not
undertaking to apply the doctrine of es-
toppel to any Senator. A Senator has
a right to change his views at any time
he sees fit. I merely point out some of
the difficulties which a Senator who is
charged with the responsibility for ar-
ranging a hearing on such a highly in-
flammatory issue encounters.

I went into the meeting of the two
committees with a typewritten agenda
for the hearings which I desired to sub-
mit to the committees. Several of the
items were discussed. I reached that
point on the agenda where I had written
that there was a problem before the com-
mittee of determining as to whether or
not the committee should accede to the
request of Members of the Senate and
Members of the House cf Represent-
atives that they be permitted to attend
the hearings. Before I could proceed
with ray further suggestion, which is in-
corporated on that agenda, that as many
Members of the Senate be permitted to
attend as we could accommodate, dis-
cussion broke out in the committee, and
by practically unanimous vote it was
decided that no Members of the Senate
or of the House of Representatives
should be admitted. I do not relate
these facts as an attempt to apply the
doctrine of estoppel to Members of the
Senate who desire with the acility of an
acrobat in the arena to change their
minds. That is fully within their rights.
I cite it merely to show the difficulties I
have encountered and the state of mind
of Senators in the existing hysteria.

Pursuant to the instructions of the
committee I told Members of the Senate
who were among my best friends that
they could not be admitted to the hear-
ings, and I did it under the impression
that I was supporting the conmmittee,
The committee promptly failed, or many
of them, to support me,

This morning I called the committee
together before the time for the hearing
of General of the Army Douglas Mac-
Arthur, and suggested to them that the
committee change its place of meeting to
the caucus room in the Senate Office
Building in order that all Members of the
Senate might be admitted. I state that,
Mr. President, merely for the RECorp, not
with any attempt to please any person,
not in any attempt to curry favor with
any Senator or any other person, but in
Justice to myself.

Mr. President, though I usually value
the good will and the high opinion of my
colleagues in this body on both sides of
the aisle as much as any man can, I
have about reached the stage in these
proceedings where I recognize the hope-

Jessness of having anything whatever to
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do with respect to my position in con-
nection with these hearings, without giv-
ing offense. I always undertake to ex-
ercise patience. I was taught in my
youth that patience was one of the pri-
mary virtues of men. My patience in
some matters has been worn a bit
threadbare, but that is entirely a per-
sonal matter.

Mr. President, there is no question of
the right of the Senate of the United
States to instruct any committee in this
body in any way they see fit. Of course
the commrittee is a servant of the Senate,
and the servant cannot be more power-
ful than the master. I do not challenge
the right or the power of the Senate—
I do not say the right, for I do doubt the
right, but the power of the Senate to
instruct a committee of this body to take
any action a majority of the Members
of this body think should be taken.

I do not challenge the accuracy of the
statement so frequently made upon this
floor and offered as an excuse by some
for reversing their position in various
matters, that there is a great clamor on
the part of the American people to have
these hearings televised and to be put
on the radio. Of course it is a fiction to
talk about an open hearing if it is to be
confined merely to the caucus room in
the Senate Office Building. That is a fic-
tion, and it is a political fiction of the
worse sort, because few would appear
there for the mothers and the fathers of
the sons who are fichting in Korea. Pre-
cious few of them would be able to get
into that room. Members of Senators’
families and their best friends would
be there; but there would be no room, do
‘not mistake that, for the mothers and
fathers of sons who are fighting in Korea.
That is the reason given why this un-
necessary gamble should be taken, this
hazard with those boys’ lives who are
now fighting in Korea—to permit their
parents to attend. It is pure political
fiction.

If the Senate sees fit to adopt this ex-
traordinary step of instructing a com-
mittee on a matter of this kind, material
secrets which would be of assistance to
the powers in the Kremlin or those in
Peiping would get to those centers of
Communist power. That would happen
unless the American people are denied
this entertainment of a televised hearing,
Which is more desirable?

I do not doubt either, Mr. President,
that a great deal of political capital can
be made out of the positions of Sena-
tors with respect to this issue. Where
public sentiment is in full swing, and
where public clamor is most strident,
there is the opportunity for political cap-
ital. And it is here in this issue.

Mr. President, I have been disturbed
in recent days, and been concerned as
I have never been before in my life be-
cause of the way Senators take posi-
tion on affairs of Government, by taking
action in response to a quick expression
of uninformed desire, when the facts at
issue have not been placed before all the
people from whom the clamor comes. I
believe, Mr. President, that there is an
issue in this controversy that has sur-
vival considerations more important
than are the considerations of our tenure

of office and our salaries, which depend
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upon the length of our stay in this body.
There is something here that is more
important than the election of the Presi-
dent of the United States in 1952, That
is the question of national security, of
the lives of American boys. For my part
I think that these times are very oppor-
tune for Senators who wish to demon-
strate the courage of rising above the ex-
pedient thing of the moment, of doing
that which is right, that which will serve
their country. Let the political conse-
quences take care of themselves and do
that which is right.

Mr. President, we started these hear-
ings this morning. Of course, we have
not proceeded at any great length with
them. I think they have been con-
ducted—if I may be pardoned for giving
expression to such a statement, in view
of the fact that I am chairman of the
committee—in an orderly manner. I
think there has been a semblance of
dignity in the committee room. We
have not had the klieg lights; we have
not had the radio; but I daresay that
more progress was made in the course
of the session this morning—delayed as
it was and brief as it was—in getting at
what should be our objective, namely,
the truth and the facts, than would have
been made with 4 or 5 days of hearings
in a circus atmosphere. There can be
no question about that. Orderly pro-
cedure, expeditious handling, objective
search for the truth, protection of the
national security, Mr. President, will be
best accomplished in an executive ses-
sion, with all the great care and devo-
tion to detail with which we have gone
forward to see that the facts reach the
American people promptly and reach
them fully, except for those things which
would be helpful to the enemy and would
be harmful to the American people, and
would be paid for by the blood of our
very boys in Korea to whom Senators
refer in demanding that the hearings be
open.

All the people of the United States are
represented in these hearings by the
Senators who care to attend—Senators
who have been duly selected and sworn
as the representatives of the people.

Senators talk about having had open
hearings of committees all during all
the wars. Mr. President, I was in the
Senate all during World War II, and I
served on the Committee on Appropria-
tions, to which other Senators have re-
ferred, and I served on the Committee
on Naval Affairs. There was never a
single word of testimony—not one—
taken on any item affecting the national
defense, much less the national security,
which was not taken behind closed doors.

Is our country at war today? Are
American boys dying today? The polit-
ical campaign is approaching. During
World War IT we did not conduct open
hearings on such matters. The same
glamor, politically, did not attach to the
personalities involved and arouse the
emotions of the American people as at
the moment, but the same basic require-
ment of protecting the national interest
is present today, even as it was in those
times. Should that cause us to sur-
render to political considerations?

Mr. President, I did not hear the re-
marks of the distinguished Senator from

4773

Nebraska [Mr. WrErRrY]. When refer-
ence is made to shows, I must confess
that I am almost a two-ring affair today
in trying to attend the committee hear-
ings and also endeavoring to be in the
Senate Chamber to make a record which
I think it is vital to have made. I
understand that the Senator from
Nebraska said that I would be able to
protect the public interest in open
hearings.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I said that I attended
the hearings this morning, and I spoke
in the highest terms of the Senator from
Georgia, whom I deeply respect, and who
conducted the hearings.

Mr. RUSSELL. I appreciate the Sen-
ator's remarks.

Mr. WHERRY. I said tothe Members
of the Senate and to the people generally
that I knew the Senator from Georgia
was so fair and had so much ability that
I was sure, regardless of whether the
hearings were open or closed, he would
conduct them with dignity and with re-
spect, and there would be no burlesque
show, and he would conduct the hearings
in a fashion which would be a credit to
the United States Senate. I mean every
word of that, because the Senator from
Georgia knows the high regard I have
for him and my feelings toward him.

Mr, RUSSELL. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the Senator’s remarks very
much, and his high regard for me is one
of my cherished possessions. I had not
correctly understood what he had said.
As I walked on to the floor of the Senate
the Senator from Arizona [Mr. McFar-
1AND] was speaking, and I understood
him to say that the Senator from Ne-
braska had said that I would be able, as
chairman of the committee, to protect
security matters.

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct, but
I said I felt sure there would be no
burlesque show and it would not be like
a ballpark performance, because I knew
that the Senator from Georgia had the
ability to protect the hearings, even if
they were open, so that they would be
conducted in a dignified and orderly
fashion.

Mr., RUSSELL. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the Senator’s statement. How-
every, my understanding of his state-
ment was that he said I would be in a
position to conduct the hearings in such
a way as to protect the public interest
and avoid disclosure of damaging plans.

Mr. WHERRY. I said the Senator
from Georgia had the ability to protect
the meetings so that there would be no
burlesque show or no resemblance to a
meeting in a ballpark, but that the hear-
ings would be conducted with the dignity
and the ability which always characterize
the activities of the Senator from
Georgia.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I shall yield ir a mo-
ment, but first let me make one state-
ment.

Dignity—which I have never sought
to assume—and ability—of which I have
never boasted, but which are atiributed
to me by the distinguished Senator—and
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I appreciate the attribution—are a very
poor substitute for security and for sav-
ing the lives of American boys. 2

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. That is one of the
points I raised, namely, that because of
the ability and knowledge the Senator
from Georgia has of military affairs, I
was positive there would be no violation
of the national security as a result of the
questions which were asked and an-
swered in the hearings. I am as sure
as I am sure that I am standing here
now, that because of the ability of the
Senator from Georgia, not a question
would be answered which would in any
way violate the navional security. I have
s0 much faith in the distinguished Sen-
ator from Georgia that I am entirely
sure of that.

Mr. RUSSELL. That is what I under-
stood the Senator from Arizona to say
in referring to the remarks of the Sen-
ator from Nebraska, and that is why I
remained on the floor to make this state-
ment, because I refuse to have this re-
sponsibility even impliedly saddled upon
‘me by the words of any Senator. Mr.
President, I have never shirked any re-
sponsibility that it was possible for me
to discharge. I do not do so now, but I
refuse to accept any such responsibility
even if the Senate by a majority vote
should seek to impose it upon me. No
‘patriotic man who feels as I do about
the importance of protecting the critical
secrets of this Nation in this dark hour
would assume any such obligation if he
knew the nature of the documents and
the evidence involved in this hearing. I
am lhere to express by my vote my pro-
test against any action of the Senate
which would place any such fearsome
and impossible duty upon any Member
of this body. The Senate cannot fix any
such responsibility by the words or ac-
tions of any other Senator. If the na-
tional security is endangered, if future
disaster should result, the responsibility
rests upon those who vote for open hear-
ings and they cannot be cleared of that
responsibility by mere words which seek
to fix it elsewhere.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?
= JIM; RUSSELL. I yield, but I must he

riel.

Mr. HOLLAND. I shall not take long.
First, I wish to say that I completely
approve the position—not an easy one—
now being taken by the distinguished
junior Senator from Georgia, who is an
ornament to the post he holds as chair-
man of the Armed Services Committee,

Mr. RUSSELL. I thank the Senator.

Mr. HOLLAND. I should like to ad-
dress a question to the Senator. Noting
that the last clause of the resolution
reads as follows:

Provided, That no matters the pub‘licatlon
of which would be prejudicial to the security
of the United States, as determined by a
majority of such committees, shall be con=-
sildered in open public hearings—

I should like to ask the distinguished
Senator if it is not true that a majority
of such committees has already, upon
full deliberation, determined that it

would be prejudicial to the security of
the United States for them to proceed in
open public hearings in the matter now
entrusted to them for hearing?

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr, President, I have
only a few minutes more to remain on
the floor, because I wish at least to get
a sandwich and a cup of coffee before
the hearings are resumed.

I shall answer the question by saying
that, in my opinion, those words are
nothing but window dressing or vote
bait. No commiftee chairman can con-
trol questions of members which might
endanger the national security, much
less the answers which will be given by
the witnesses who will be on the stand.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr, RUSSELL, I yield,

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator has just
come through the hearings on the
troops-to-Europe issue. We heard from
all the Joint Chiefs of Staff and from
various other military men. Questions
vital to the security of Europe and ques-
tions vital to the security of the United
States were asked at thosz hearings.
Therefore, I now ask the Senator this
question: Does he not feel that those
meetings were conducted in such a
fashion that there was no violation of
the national security, but that in the
end the result was to perform a real
service which was of help to the people
of the country, in enabling them to
understand what was involved in the

national defense of Western Europe as

well as in the defense of the United
States of America?

Mr, RUSSELL. Mr., President, no
more analogy could be drawn between
those hearings, involving a question of
opinion on a political matter, and the
hearings now being held, involving war
plans, secret documents, and things of
the like, than could be drawn between
a donkey and a race horse. There is no
comparison whatever.

Mr. WHERRY. A question of na-
tional security is certainly involved.

Mr, RUSSELL. The Senator
brought that in again.

Mr. President, I shall ask, because
time does not permit me to read it, that
I be permitted to place in the REcorp as
a part of my remarks at this juncture
the requests which were submitted to me,
and which have been submitted by the
Republican members of the committee,
for secret documents. I challenge and
defy the Senator to point to one secret
document which was requested or was
brought into play in the hearings on
the troops-to-Europe question to which
he referred. Not a single secret docu-
ment was requested or brought before
the committee in those hearings. In
this instance, a veritable mass of the
most intimate documents dealing with
the defense has been demanded, and I
have requested the Department of De-
fense to supply them. There cannot be
any analogy, there cannot be any com-
parison. I wish I could read all the re-
quests. I cannot do so, but I want the
REecorp to show them.

There being no objection, the requests,
in the form of a letter dated April 23,
1951, addressed to the Honorable RICHARD

has
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Armed Services, from the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Bringes], also four
other letters requesting classified docu-
ments and other material were ordered
to be placed in the REcorp, as follows:

Armin 25, 1951.
Hon, GEORGE C. MARSHALL,
Secretary of Defense,
The Pentagon, Washington, D. C.

DEAR GENERAL MarsHALL: I am enclosing
a copy of a letter from Senator BRIDGES to
me which I believe is self-explanatory.

In preparation for the MacArthur hear=-
ings before the combined Armed Services
and Foreign Relations Committees of the
Senate, I would appreciate your making
available to the committees by Tuesday, May
1, as many of the documents referred to in
Senator BrIDGES' letter as can be secured
within that time. If you are unable to
supply any portion of the material requested,
Pplease so inform me.

In additon to the material referred to in
items (a) through (f) in Senator Bripces'
letter I request that you make available to
the committees such other documents and
information bearing on this same general
subject as will assist the committees in
their efforts to get a rounded picture of
the pertinent factual and documentary data
which exist in this field.

In compiling this material the commit-
tees request that the security classification
of the various documents and items of in-
formation be reexamined and downgraded
to the maximum extent which you consider
consistent with proper security.

I realize that it will not be possible for
you or the committees to forecast at this
time all of the subjects which may arise
during the course of the hearings, As the
hearings develop, you may wish to furnish
additional compilations and the committees
may find it necessary to request additional
documents and materials,

In addition to the specific documents re-
ferred to above, and the ‘others which I
anticipate you will furnish in response to
this request, I would like to request that
the committees be furnished a copy of such
record as may have been made of the Wake
Island meeting of last October, which was
recently discussed in several newspaper
accounts,

I am hopeful that this material can be
presented to the committees by a representa-
tive of the Department of Defense at an
executive meeting to be held Tuesday, May 1.
This procedure would assist the committees
in understanding the nature of the material
submitted and what additional is available.

Sincerely yours.

UNITED STATES SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
April 23, 1951,
The Honorable RicHARD B, RUSSELL,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, Senate Office Building, Washing-
ton, D. C.

Dear SENATOR RUSSELL: As the ranking
minority member of the Armed BServices
Committee, I suggest that you have the
Defense Establishment make available to
the committee within the next few days
the following documents:

(a) The Wedemeyer Report submitted to
the President under date of September 19,
1947. (This report was submitted at the
same time as his report on China, which
was published in the so-called China white
paper in August of 1949.)

(b) A copy of war plans relating to Ko~
rea and approved by the Joint Chiefs of
Stafl prior to the outbreak of hostilities on
June 25, 1950. This document will give the
views of the Joint Chiefs of Stafl relative to
what they believed our demands should be
in the event aggression took place against
the Republic of Korea.
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(¢) The minutes of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff relative to the strategic importance of
Formosa during the 12 months' period, July
1, 1949, through June 30, 1850, together with
correspondence and memos between the De-
partment of Defense and the Department
of State, dealing with the subject of Formosa
during the same period of time.

(d) Directive issued to the members of
the United Nations forces in Korea through
the Joint Chiefs of Staff relative to Republic
of Korea officials belng restricted from areas
north of the thirty-eighth parallel.

(e) Joint Chiefs of Staff document dated
on or about January 12, 1951, relative to steps
to be taken in regard to the Korean con-
flict in the event of certain eventualities.

(f) Exact dates subsequent to January 1,
1948, on which Far East headquarters re-
quested additional troops and the number
of troops requested in each case, Also dates
of the replies from the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
showing the number of troops, if any, sup-
plied in conformity with such requests.

(g) Also any other documents that you
consider pertinent to the situation,

Sincerely yours,
STYLES BRIDGES.

UNITED STATES SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS,
April 28, 1951,
Hon. RicHARD RUSSELL,
United States Senate.

DeAr Dick: Enclosed is a copy of a letter
I have written to Gen. Omar Bradley, Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff together
with a copy of his reply to me. I believe
that this information is different from that
requested by you in your letter to Secretary
Marshall. However, will you please add to
the information requested in your letter to
Secretary Marshall the material requested
by me in my letter to General Bradley.

I believe that in your letter to Secretary
Marshall you requested the notes of the
Wake Island conference which were released
to the New York Times a short time ago.
The information on Wake Island which I
have requested deals with a meeting in the
Pentagon Building on Wednesday, October
18, 1950, where the correspondents were
given background material relative to the
Wake Island conference. This meeting was
called by Defense Department officials.
Secretary Pace did most, if not all, of the
“briefing” though General Bradley attended
the meeting.

With best personal regards, I remain,

Bincerely yours,
F. ENOWLAND,

AprinL 25, 1951.
Gen, OMAR BRADLEY,
Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff, Penta-
gon Building, Washington, D. C.

DearR GENERAL: As a member of the Armed
Services Committee and in preparation for
the hearings that will start next week I
would like to receive as soon as possible the
following:

1. The build-up of United Nations forces
in Eorea by months and by natlonalities
(including United States forces) from July
1, 1950, to April 1, 1951 (or more current
figures, if available) for Army, Navy, and
Air Force in the Korean theater of opera-
tions.

2, The stenographlc or other notes made
by the Department of the Army or its public-
relations staff dealing with the press confer-
ence held in the Pentagon Building Wednes-
day, October 18, 1850, wherein the cor-
respondents were given background material
relative to the Wake Island conference.

3. Copy of communication from Gen. Mat=-
thew Ridgway to Gen. Lawton Collins or
the Joint Chiefs of Staff relative to his views
on the use of the troops of the Republic of
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China as allles in the struggle against Com-
munist aggression in Eorea.
With best personal regards, I remain,
Sincerely yours,
WiLLiam F. ENOWLAND.

THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF,
Washington, D. C., April 26, 1951.
Hon., WiLriam F, KENOWLAND,
United States Senate.

Dear BeNaTOR Ewowianp: I have your
letter requesting the information you would
like to have in preparing for the hearings
the Armed Services Committee expects to
hold next week,

In order that your request may receive
early consideration, I have taken the liberty
of passing your letter to Becretary Marshall.
I am informed that he has received a request
from Senator RusseLL, the chairman of the
committee, for similar information. As
much of the information being requested
deals with the same matters, it would make
our task easier and eliminate many duplica-
tions if all the requests could be handled
through your chairman. I hope this is en-
tirely agreeable to you.

With kindest personal regards.

Sincerely,
OMAR BRADLEY.

May 1, 1951.
Senator RicHARD B. RUSSELL,
Chairman, Armed Services Committee,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.
DeAr SENATOR: Will you please request of
the Senate Appropriations Committee that
they furnish the original copy which will
show information supplied as a result of the
committee’s requests and the carbon copy
(showing information deleted by the State
or Defense Department) of the committee
hearings held on Monday, June 26, and on
Tuesday, June 27, 1950, at which time Secre-
tary of State Acheson, Secretary of Defense
Louis Johnson, General Lemnitzer, and
others irom the State and Defense Depart-
ments were present and testified relative to
military aid in the Far East and elsewhere.
In addition, we *also request that the
hearings held in executive session on Mon-
day, August 28, 1950, at which time Admiral
R. H. Hillenkoetter testified, also be made
available to our combined Armed Services
and Foreign Relations Committees. This
information is pertinent to the inquiry and
I think will give the members of the com-
bined committees information not previously
avallable to them.
Bincerely yours,
WnriaMm F. ENOWLAND.

May 1, 1951.
Hon. RICEARD RUSSELL,
United States Senate.

Dear SenNaTOrR: Will you please request
from the State Department the stenographic
notes of the conference held in the State
Department on October 6, 7, and 8 of 1949
relating to China and far-eastern policy?

Bincerely yours,
F. ENOWLAND.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. There is one point
other than security. Of course, the Sen-
ator knows that I have very great regard
for his ability, but the difficulty of con-
trolling the secret nature of these mat-
ters is, I think, insuperable. But, in ad-
dition to that, does not the Senator think
that actually getting at the truth of what
the nature is of the difference which has
risen, is much more likely to be achieved

in executive sessions than in public ses-
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sions, aside from the matter of secu-
rity? Assuming that the Senator is in-
terested, and that the country is in-
terested in getting at the real truth,
is it not the Senator’s opinion that it is
much more likely to achieve that pur-
pose in executive session, because wit-
nesses will be very reluctant to speak
about things which are in this field in
open session? That is simply human na-
ture. They will not bring themselves to
be as frank with the committee as they
would if the sessions were closed.

Mr. RUSSELL. I think there can be
no possible question about that. I un-
dertook to emphasize on last Monday
that we shall expedite the hearings and
reveal the truth if we conduct the hear-
ings in this manner., We can give the
American people every fact which can be
published without giving aid and comfort
to the enemy, whereas, if the hearings
are held in such a way that a man must
guard every word he utters, if the hear-
ings must be partly in secret and partly
in the open, with Senators becoming
confused and coming into dn open ses-
sion to ask a question about a secret
document which they saw in the closed
session, it would obscure the truth, if it
did not hide it forever, and risk the
lives of American men and the security
and safety of the Nation.

So, Mr. President, when I vote upon
this question, I wish to make it perfectly
clear, so far as I am concerned, that,
merely because I am chairman of the
committee, I cannot assume responsi-
bility for the protection of the vital in-
terests of the people and of the lives of
the sons of American mothers. We have
opened the hearings to 96 Senators, rep-
resentatives of all the people. If we fol-
lowed the course of permitting the at-
tenance of friends of Senators and the
representatives of the press, it would
open it up, not only to the representa-
tives of the American people, but to the
representatives of Pravda, and the
Kremlin. That is the effect of it. It
would keep the people from getting the
facts and at the same time endanger
American lives needlessly.

Mr. President, it might pay political
dividends, and there is no question in my
mind but that it would, but when it
comes to serving the best interests of the
country, we would ill serve that interest
by open hearings.

Mr. McCFARLAND. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. RUSSELL, I yield.

Mr. McFARLAND. I should like to
ask the Senator if it is not a fact that

- the representatives of the Russian press

have already asked for a transcript of
the hearings?

Mr. RUSSELL. I understand that is
the fact.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr, WHERRY, 8o far as that is con-
cerned, it makes no difference whether
the hearings are open or closed, does it?

Mr. RUSSELL. Oh, it certainly does
make a difference.

Mr. WHERRY. On matters of secu-
rity, information would be withheld,
would it not?
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Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator has the
votes, I have been informed. He can
take the responsibility of opening the
hearings to our enemies. I am not en-
deavoring to escape any responsibility I
should seek to fulfill, but I refuse to ac-
cept a responsibility forced upon me in
this manner and under these circum-
stances, and for such reasons. I will not
do it, though never in my life have I
knowingly avoided any responsibility or
duty which could fairly attach to me in
any public office I have held, from the
time I was a member of the General
Assembly of Georgia, down to this good
hour. : e
Mr. President, who is the principal
figure in this great drama. The Gen-
eral of the Army Douglas MacArthur.
I gave General MacArthur every oppor-
tunity, if he thought it well to have the
hearings in public session to say so, and
to have them held in public session, at
least so far as he was concerned. Gen-
eral MacArthur has been in the service
of his country for 52 years, and has dealt
with security matters for that length of
time. He may not have exactly the po-
litical interest in this question that oth-
ers have, because he has disavowed poli-
ties, though I think he would be nom-
inated by acclamation if the Republican
convention were held any time within
the next few months, and he might well
be, when it is held next summer. Gen-
eral MacArthur says he disavows poli-
tics, I do not think that all of the Re-
publican leaders could stop the stam-
pede. He would be nominated; unless
he used Sherman’s expression when he
was about to have the nomination forced
upon him, he would be the Republican
nominee—and an able candidate he
would be. But General MacArthur cer-
tainly has as much at stake in this mat-
ter as has any Member of the Senate,
and he has much more knowledge of
what will affect adversely the lives of
the men from whom he was forn in
Korea, and of the public welfare and the
interests of the United States, than all
the men who clamor for an open hear-
ing. I submitted it to him. I said, “If
you desire a public hearing, we will have
it.” He evidently did not desire it. To
this moment he has expressed no desire.
He realizes the value of security, and he
is not a politician in the ordinary sense
of the word. [Laughter.]

Mr. WHERRY, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL, I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator does not
want to leave the impression, does he,
that the distinguished general said he
would leave it up to the committees?

Mr. RUSSELL. He made no state-
ment to me about it whatever.

Mr, WHERRY. He has been quoted
by a member of the committee.

Mr. RUSSELL. Ihave nothad time to
read the newspapers and to keep up with
all those developments.

Mr. WHERRY. Imerely ask the Sen-
ator the question.

Mr. RUSSELL. I have kept in touch
with General MacArthur, through cor-
respondence and telegrams, and he has
not so expressed himself, though given
an opportunity. I do not believe the
general would do a committee of the
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Congress the discourtesy to tell the news-

papers something that he would not tell
the committee.

Mr, WHERRY. That is correct.

Mr. RUSSELL., I have more regard
for him than to think that he would treat
a committee of Congress in such manner.
I have known General MacArthur for 20
years.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator wish
to leave the impression that General
MacArthur has refused to testify in pub-
lic hearings, or that he himself has made
a selection or a choice?

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator attempts
to cut it a little thinner., I gave him the
cpportunity. I told him that if he de-
sired to have the hearings in open ses-
sion, we would have open sessions; but
General MacArthur, who understands
security values, who is a great patriot,
who has been in three wars, did not desire
to jeopardize the lives of the men whom
he left in Korea.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL., Mr. Fresident, this is
the last time I can yizld. I am sorry.
The hearings are to ecmmence at 2:30,
and I have another iron-clad obligation
in 15 minutes. I yield this once, and I
ask Senators to appreciate the fact that
I cannot continue to yield.

Mr. LONG. Unless the Senator from
Louisiana got an erroneous impression,
the Senator from Georgia today sug-
gested to General MacArthur that if he
wanted to have the hearings conducted
in open session he could have them in
the open, so far as his testimony was
concerned. Am I correct?

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not think I made
that statement to him today. I am not
sure that I did. I made the statement
at the opening of the hearings, and I
may have referred to certain telegrams.
I am not sure regarding that, or as to
just what I said, but I had in writing
given him the opportunity. He is a man
who has a vital interest in the issue at
stake, for his reputation is involved,
There may be Senators who think they
can speak for Douglas MacArthur., I
have been around these halls for about
18 years, and I have served with many
Senators. I have never yet seen a man
on this floor who could speak for Doug-
las MacArthur as Douglas MacArthur
can speak for himself. Yet there are a
great many people who would speak for
him in connection with these hearings,

Mr. President, time forbids that I
should proceed much longer. I merely
wish by this statement to place the re-
sponsibility for any disclosure where the
responsibility belongs. We must bear in
mind that all the witnesses are not going
to be Douglas MacArthur or George
Marshall or Omar Bradley or members
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. All of them
will not know how to protect America’s
security in the public interest as well as
do those men who have spent so many
years in the business of protecting the
country and the national security.

Mr. President, I repeat, when some
persons have shouted about the publie
interest in open hearings they hope that

.back of public interest there lies political :
_ benefit,
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Mr. President, it will be a poor com-
fort to the mothers and fathers of Amer-
ica whose sons are in Korea to see these
hearings on a television set or to hear
them on the radio, if as a result of such .
action they, within a few days, receive
a telegram reading, “We regret to in-
form you that your son has died in
action.”

Mr. President, T shall vote on this
question; I shall leave the session of the
committee to do so if the motion is not
voted on immediately, because I desire
to be on record as voting on this issue.

That vote will cleanse me of the blood
of American boys that will be unneces-
sarily spilled on account of inevitable
disclosures. What a poor consolation
that will be if T am compelled to see the
blood of those American boys on the
hands of other Senators., With the per-
fect conviction that I serve my country’s
best interests, I shall vote against this
motion.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the motion to pro-
ceed to the consideration of Sznate Res-
olution 137.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Florida.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I
strongly support the position taken by
the distinguished Senator from Georgia
[Mr. RusseLL], chairman of the Armed
Services Committee, and the position
which has already been taken by a sub-
stantial majority of the two committees
in expressing their conviction that the
hearings, with all their far-flung impli-
cations, must, in the protection of the
niat.ional security, be held in closed ses-
sion,

Mr. President, in what I shall have to
say, there will not be any recriminations,
there will not be any charge or the in-
timation of anything other than patriot-
ism as existing in the heart of any other
Senator. But in the very nature of
things, I must say that I think the judg-
ment of those who think the hearings
should be conducted as open hearings is
unwise judgment, unsound judgment,
and, besides that, it is judement which,
if it be followed, will make the hearings
much longer drawn out. It will not pro-
duce a quick development of the facts,
secret or otherwise, with reference to
many of the separate fields which have to
be covered in the inquiry, but it will be a
distinet disservice to our people as a
whole, and particularly a continuing
source of hazard to the security of the
approximately quarter of a million Amer-
ican men in Korea who now are fighting
for us and for the cause of freemen
everywhere,

Mr. President, in a question which I
asked of the Senator from Georgia, I
have already invited attention to the

“fact that the last paragraph of the
. amendment to the resolution lays a pred-
. icate for doing the very thing which

has already been done by a majority of
the two committees, and done, as stated

by the Senator from Georgia, and as ob-

viously must have been the case, for the
very reason recited in the last paragraph

* as an adequate reason for keeping the
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hearings closed rather than open. The
last paragraph reads as follows:

Provided, That no matters, the publication
.of which would be prejudicial to the security
of the United States, as determined by a
majority of such committees, shall be con-
sidered in open, public hearings.

That ends the quoted part of the
resolution.

Mr. President, it is well known to every
Senator and, I think, to people generally
throughout the United States, that de-
liberately and after a calm considera-
tion of the whole question, a sizable
majority of the two committees, includ-
ing, it happens, at least one Member
who comes from the opposite side of
the aisle, has already ruled that, in the
judgment of that sizable majority of
the two committees, the field to be
covered by this investigation necessarily
involves matters which could be so pre-
judicial to the security of the United
States, if brought out into the open,
that the hearings shall be closed
hearings.

If anything more were required to
make it appear that the resolution, no
matter how well intended, is at most
and at best an empty, idle, and vacuous
gesture, that fact well appears from the
reading of that last paragraph, because
it is very clear upon reading it that the
Senators offering the resclution do not
want to assume the responsibility for
untoward incidents which might develop
from open hearings upon this grave sub-
ject, and which might come in such a
way as to jeopardize the security of the
United States. Therefore, they have in-
serted the last paragraph in order to
put the responsibility where it belongs,
upon a majority of the two committees,
and where it has already been exercised
by a majority of the two committees—
exercised, there can be no doubt in the
world, because to permit the hearings
to go along in public would present a
continued jeopardy to the national secu-
rity and a continued jeopardy to the
welfare and the lives of American boys
serving in Korea, as well as the lives of
our allies serving there under American
command.

Mr. President, let us see what it is
that is proposed to be brought out at
the hearings, In the first place, the
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee has already placed in the record
of the debate a long list of top-secret
documents which have been reguested
by Members of the Senate to be pro-
duced in the hearings. Certainly any-
one looking at that list knows perfectly
well that the secrecy of those documents
must be preserved and that the discus-
sion of matters concerning them must
remain secret. He knows perfectly well
that in a hearing wherein a large num-
ber of top-secret documents of this kind
become matters for discussion by wit-
nesses, it is extremely unwise and
hazardous to leave it to chance questions
by various Senators, operating under the
very best of motives, as to whether those
questions will themselves be prejudicial
to the public interest and destructive of
public security.

Mr. Precident, I shall not go into a
discussion of inecidents in the past.
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There have been frequent instances
when Senators in good faith have asked
questions at hearings which themselves
disclosed public secrets of great signifi-
cance and of great importance. There
would be a continuing opportunity and
invitation to just that sort of a dis-
closure and that sort of a situation by
having the hearings go on in publie,
with so many different Senators present,
and clothed with authority to ask ques-
tions, and having the hearings searched
by eyes which certainly might not be
friendly, to discover whether questions
were asked from time to time in the con-
duct of the hearings which questions
themselves put people who are inimieal
to us and to our best interests and our
best security on notice that there are

“important secrets in fields which here-

tofore were, to them, unknown and
undisclosed.

Mr. President, what is it that the dis-
tinguished General of the Army, Douglas
MacArthur, brings to the comr _ittee? In
the first place, I remind Members of the
Senate that before the dramatic appear-
ance of the General of the Army, and as
soon as the difficulty arose under which
he was relieved by the President of the
United States, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services [Mr. RUSSELL]
stated upon the floor and stated to the
press that this was a matter which vi-
tally affected the conduect of the war—
regardless of whether we wished to call
our Korean engagement by that name—
and which required, in his judgment, the
presence of the late field commander of
our forces in that war to give informa-
tion to the Committee on Armed Services
on the conduct of the war and upon all
of its far-flung aspects.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HOLLAND. I will yield in a mo-
ment.

We know that on one subject which
will be explored in great detail, namely,
the conduct of the war thus far in Korea,
the witness will have to add his comment
based on his own peculiar knowledge, of
the essential details, which are most
closely guarded secrets, with reference
to such things as the number and dis-
position of our forces, the units among
our forces, the way in which our forces
are armed, the way in which our forces
have been behaving so far as their mo-
rale is concerned, the kind of naval sup-
port which has been given, the force in
which our Navy is serving on the two
coasts of Korea, the kind of air support
which is being given, the number of
planes and the variety of planes which
have been available, and the attempts
which have been made to use, and the
use that has been made of, new weapons,
some of which have been announced and
some of which may not have been an-
nounced. In short, all of the intimate
details of the conduct of what has cer-
tainly grown to be a real war, regardless
of what we may call it, is within the
knowledge of this distinguished witness.

We know perfectly well that at least
one of the purposes of the distinguished
chairman of the Committee on Armed
Services is to ask that an authoritative
report upon all of these matters, and
many more affecting the conduct of the
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war, shall be made available to the mem-
bers of the Committee on Armed Services
at this particular hearing.

Mr. President, has there been any prior
occasion at all when a field commander
of a fighting army, which has been fight-
ing under very great difficulties, has
come hefore a committee clothed, as is
General MacArthur, with knowledge of
such secrets? I may add that the great-
ness of the difficulties has not been made
any clearer by any other source than by
the statements of the General of the
Army himself.

Mr. President, Members of the Senate
should give very careful thought to the
fact that the distinguished field com-
mander is here to give a report and to
make available to Senators for their offi-
cial guidance, as mcmbers of the com-
mittee, and later for the guidance of all
Members of the Senate, facts which they
will need in determining the many issues
which will come before the Senate for
solution.

It is ridiculous to make a report of
operations of that scope, importance, and
secrecy in the goldfish bowl atmosphere
which prevails at an open hearing of a
committee of the Senate. I cannot un-
derstand where the judgment of Mem-
bers of the Senate has fled when they
ask that such information and such a
report, basic as they are to any decision
to be made upon the whole question,
shall be considered except in well-
guarded and closed hearings of the Sen-
ate committees which are charged with
the duty of conducting such hearings.

Mr. President, let us go to other mat-
ters which are equally secret: The num-
ber, the units, and the disposition of the
enemy forces, both North Korean and
Red Chinese; the number, disposition,
and state of supply of forces of the po-
tential enemy, Russia, across an artifi-
cial line only a few miles away, where at
least they must be taken into very se-
rious consideration; the number and
disposition of Chiang Kai-shek’s forces
on Formosa, which the general of the
Army feels could properly and benefi-
cially be used in the difficulty in Asia,
and their morale, state of organization,
and arms. Matters of that kind simply
cannot be discussed out in the open.

The general of the Army has already
made a dramatic public appearance and
a dramatic public report at a joint meet-
ing of the two Houses of Congress. The
Senator from Florida was glad to join
in inviting him to make the report. He
was glad to applaud him for much of
the great work he had done, both as a
military man and as a eivilian organizer
and diplomatic leader in the last 5 years
of his important work in Japan.

The Senator from Florida calls atten-
tion to the fact that that report was
certainly public, and that the numerous
reports which have been made since, in
other appearances by the general of the
Army, have certainly also been public.
What we have come down to now is the
matter of making available to the Mem-=-
bers of the Senate who must make rec-
ommendations, and upon which recom=-
mendaticns the Senate itself must finally
act, all the intimate facts and all the
intimate details concerning our own or-
ganization and performance in the war,
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and the organization and performance
of our enemies, both actual and poten-
tial, as well as of our potential friends.

Mr. President, other matters of the
greatest importance and secrecy must be
gone into at such hearings upon the
testimony offered by General MacArthur.
One of them has to do with Japan. The
general has done a tremendous job in
Japan. I am very sure that the com-
mittee will want to know what the mili-
tary potential of Japan is. They will
want to know what the feeling of the
Japanese people is at this time, both as
to their morale and as to their attitude
toward us, as well as toward those who
ficht with us and on our side. They will
want to know what the economic situa-
tion is in that whole part of the Orient,
and as to whether it is in our favor or
whether it is adverse to our success.

There are so many facets of the in-
formation which must be sought and
given at this hearing, Mr. President, that
it seems to me tha’ it would be an idle
and ridiculous thing to instruct the com-
mittee to have open hearings, and end
with a paragraph which gives the com-
mittee the authority to determine that
it shall not go ahead with anything that
it regards as prejudicial to the security
of the United States, when it has aquady
ruled that it thinks the entire hearings
are so enmeshed with secret matters
which must not be brought out into the
open that a closed hearing is required
in order to preserve the secrecy of those
many issues, many of which are already
known, and many of which are probably
unknown to us at this time, and will
have to be probed by this particular
committee.

There is not the slichtest indication
or intimation that aryone on either of
those committees is trying to hide facts
which should come to the Senate. All
Members of the Senate were invited to
attend, and many were present this
morning listening.

Furthermore, I invite the attention of
the Senate to the fact that already the
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Russern] has released two documents
which were regarded as of very great im-
portance, the release of one of which
had been long sought by many persons
interested in it. I refer to the so-called
Wedemeyer report, the release of which
has been sought for a period of 2 years
or more.

Is it an indication of unwillingness to
give information which can be safely
given that the chairman of the Armed
Services Committee has very promptly
availed himself of the right to demand
the production of this document, and
then, having seen that most of it can
safely be made available at this late
hour, has made it available and turned
it over to the public, which has eagerly
desired for a long time to see it?

In addition, the Senator from Georgia
has also asked for the report on the
Wake Island conference between the
President of the United States and Gen-
eral MacArthur, and has made that re-
port public and available. It certainly
has not been available heretofore.

I It ought to be rather apparent that
the Senator from Georgia is letting the

=
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chips fall where they may, because a
certain group of people were clamoring
for one of these reports. The views of
that group were supported by the recit-
als of one of the reports. Another
group finds itself supported in part by
disclosures in the other report.

The Senator from Georgia has shown
with complete fullness that he wants to
be fair, and that he is going to make
available to the public those things
which can safely be made public knowl-
edge, just as quickly as he can determine
that fact.

There is one further thing which I
think has not been given sufficient em-
phasis, and that is the apparent unwill-
ingness of those who sponsor this resolu-
tion and the position which lies behind
it to attribute to the majority members
of the joint committee and to the chair-
man of the joint committee a complete
sense of fairness and justice, and also to
attribute that quality to the minority
members of the joint committee. If is
true, of course, that the minority party
has almost equal membership on the
committee with the majority party.
The minority membership of the two
committees which have been directed to
hold joint hearings consists of most able
and distinguished Senators. Let me re-
cite the names of the Senators from the
minority side of the aisle who are mem-
bers of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, and who, if they saw any departure
at all on the part of the Senator from
Georgia, as chairman of the joint com-
mittee, from the path of fairness, just-
ness, and sound Americanism—and I am
sure there will be no such departure—
would certainly be under obligation of
the gravest sort immediately to call at-
tention to any such departure.

Surely the Members of the Senate on
the minority side must remember that
they have on the Armed Services Com-
mittee the distinguished senior Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. Bringes], a
former governor of his State; the dis-
tinguished senior Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. SavrTonsTALL], also a
former governor of his State——

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. HOLLAND. I shall be glad to
yield in a moment.

Mr. WHERRY. Would the Sen-
ator——

Mr. HOLLAND. I will not yield until
I finish this list.

There is also the distinguished junior
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Morsel; the
distinguished senior Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Knowianpl; the distin-
guished junior Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. Cainl; and the distinguished
junior Senator from Vermont [Mr.
FLaNDERS].

Mr. President, I call attention to the
fact that here are men who have grown
gray in the service of their Nation and
in the service of their States. Many of
them have served in a military capacity
in wars which our Nation has fought.
I know that one of these men suffered
the loss of a dearly loved son in World
War II. Surely, Senators on the minor-
ity side of the aisle do not find them-
selves in the situation of being unwilling
to rely upon men such as those whose
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names I have just read, not only to do
the fair thing, but to bring out into the
open any departure from rules of fair-
ness, justice, and sound Americanism,
if there should be any such departure in
the transactions of the joint committee.

I now yield to the Senator from
Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator for yielding. I do not
want to be disrespectful in any way.
The committee is to reconvene at 2:30.
Nearly all these arguments have already
been brought forward. I wonder if the
Senator would not cooperate and permit
us to obtain a vote on the pending mo-
tion and on the resolution itself. Unless
the Senate acts before the committee
reconvenes at 2:30, there will be further
delay. I do not say that in any sense
of disrespect to the Senator or his right
to the floor. If he wishes to make the
argument, that is all right, but I am say-
ing to the distinguished Senator that the
committee is to reconvene at 2:30. I
am perfectly willing to forego any an-
swer to anything that has been said, in
order to obtain a vote on the resolution.
It ought to be done before 2:30 if it is
t2 be done.

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the Senator
from Nebraska. The Senator from Flor-
ida will not take much more time by his
remarks, but he wants to be clearly on
record as to how he feels on this matter.
He must ask the Senator to indulge him
for a few minutes longer.

Let us go to the membership of the
Foreign Relations Committee. At the
present time there are five distinguished
Members of the minority party on that
committee. There is a vacancy which
can be filled on an hour's notice, and
I understand it will be filled immediately.
But considering only the five members
already upon that committee from the
Republican side of the aisle, I call atten-
tion to the names of the distinguished
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLEY]; the distinguished senior Sena-
tor from New Jersey [Mr. SmitH]; the
distinguished senior Senator from Iowa
[Mr. HicKENLOOPER], a former governor
of his State; the distinguished junior
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge]
and the distinguished junior Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. ToBeYl, a
former governor of his State.

I call to the attention of the Senate in
general, and particularly to the atten-
tion of the minority Members of the
Senate, the fact that they have distin-
guished representation upon the Foreign
Relations Committee. Upon that com-
mittee are men who have served their
States and their Nation ably. Several
of them have served in the Armed Forces.
Members of the minority can surely rely
with complete certainty upon the sound-
ness of service of those men, and upon
their willingness to bring to light any
departure from the rules of fairness,
sound Americanism, and real patriotism,
if there are any departures in those re-
spects on the part of the chairman of the
committee—of course, there will be none
on his part—or on the part of any other
members of the committee,

The Senator from Florida will not
read the names of the majority members
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of the two committees; but among that
group are several former governors as
well as several men of great distinction
from the judiciary—for example, the
senior Senaftor from Georgia [Mr.
Georeel, former chief justice of the
highest cot "t of his State. Incidentally,
he too los! a beloved son during World
War II.

Mr. President, Senators simply cannot
properly take the position of questioning
the patriotism of members of the com-
mittee, and the soundness of the pro-
cedure to be followed by men of such
high quality and character. They have
already clearly expressed their view, by
a majority vote, to the effect that in
Jjustice to the country and its most sacred
secrets and most carefully guarded
measures, measures which are of great
importance to our men now serving in
Korea, we cannot subject this hearing to
open consideration of all theseé matters
and to the possibility of the defeat of our
security by bringing in, even uninten-
tionally, matters which point to a situa-
tion on which should be carefully con-
ggaled and kept away from public knowl-

ge,

Mr. President, the Senator from Flor-
ida is about to conclude. He feels that
the Senate has already shown by its
action in this matter that it regards this
matter as of the gravest importance to
the United States because it has as-
signed this matter jointly for hearing to
two of its most distinguished commit-
tees, the Committee on Armed Services
and the Committee on Foreign Relations,
thereby showing that it feels that the
subject matters to be gone into by those
commitfees do have a most vital im-
pact upon those matters in our national
structure which have to do with national
defense and particularly with the con-
duct of the war now going on in Korea;
and they also have to do intimately with
the matters of our foreign relations with
our allies and with others who are not
our allies, and with other nations
throughout the earth generally.

Mr. President, that very action shows
that the Senate recognizes this matter
as being extremely grave and as being
of the most vital importance to our Na-
tion in these two great fields.

Mr. President, the question now is
whether by the adoption of the proposed
resolution the Senate will proceed to
place upon the committees the burden
+ of trying to go ahead with open hear-
ings when the committees have already
declared that they think that course is
unsafe and unsound, and when the com-
mittees have already shown by their ac-
tion that they feel that such a course
would not be the safer course, would
not be the satisfactory course, would not

be the course which gives information .

most quickly, information which should
be given as quickly as possible to our
publie, and, above all, is not the course
which will safeguard the security of our
fighting men.

Mr. President, after all, that is the
matter of supremest importance, The
casualty lists have already struck pretty
close to many of us. They have already
reached close to the senior Senator from
Florida, He knows something about
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what is going on in 60,000 homes in the
United States, where boys from those
homes have either given their all or have
suffered wounds, so as to have them
named as casualties in the war which
is now going on.

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Florida yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
CLEMENTS in the chair). Does the Sen-
ator from Florida yield to the Senator
from South Dakota?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr, CASE. I may say to the Senator
that as I listened to General MacArthur
this morning I got the distinet feeling
that the thing that will determine the
security of the boys in Korea more than
any other one thing is the making of a
right decision by the people of America
in their choice between the courses of
action suggested. The Senator will re-
member, I am sure, some of the words
which I shall not at this tfime attempt to
repeat, but words the Senator will surely
remember, of General MacArthur. He
was not this morning speaking, so far
as I could detect at any point, with the
concern of one who is trying to justify
a course of action, but as one who was
trying to give information and present-
ing to the Members who were there lis-
tening the importance of making a de-
cision that would affect the security of
the boys in Korea. Without the infor-
mation to make that decision properly
how can the boys be given security?

Mr. HOLLAND. I appreciate the
comment of the Senator from South
Dakota. Perhaps he was not here when
the Senator from Georgia [Mr, RUSSELL]
made his statement, part of which was
that already, since the hearing of this
morning, General MacArthur has stated
he had to withhold, and felt that it was
wise to withhold at a meeting of that
kind, facts that are of importance and
will have to be given later, but which
he feels pertain so vitally to the security
of the United States that he could not
go into them at that meeting.

The question is this: Shall we go ahead
with what does not go beneath the sur-
face, that does not deal with vital ques-
tions, shall we skim over everything, and
lay aside matters affecting the disposi-
tion of our forces, the arming of our
forces, the health of our forces, to see
that they are supplied with ammunition
and other weapons which they can use;
the question of the disposition of our na-
val forces and their numbers engaged,
and of our air forces, the question of sup-
port which has been accorded to us in
this common effort by our allies, who are
already in the war, about 20 allies, that
is; the question of the organization of
those who are our actual enemies, and
those who are our potential enemies, and
also those who are our potential friends;
the question of intimate facts affecting
Japan—and we cannot ignore Japan
with its eighty or ninety million people
who, thanks largely to the service of Gen-
eral MacArthur, are apparently now most
friendly disposed to us?

All those matiers are so intimate to
the whole discussion. I will say to the
Senator from South Dakota, that if we
carefully evade any reference to them
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and carefully evade going into any mat-
ter which touches them we have very
little left.

It is because of that fact that the two
commitees have, in their joint judg-
ment, already agreed, by their majority
vote, that they do not feel that it is
sound to go into this question in open
hearing.

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, if the Sen-
ator will yield, I merely wish to ask him,
Was it not understood that whatever
public hearings might be had, the com-
mittees might proceed with executive
sessions thereafter, to consider intimate
details?

Mr. HOLLAND. Of course, it was so
understood, I will say to the Senator
from South Dakota. The very fact that
that was the case defers and delays until
later hearings getting at the meat in the
cocoanut, And I will say to the Senator
that if it is important for the Congress
of the United States to take action, if it
is important for the Congress of the
United States to decide what policy, in
its judgment, is best, it must have the
facts, and not just that skimming of
facts which in the judgment of the com-
mittee is safe to be exposed at public
hearings.

Mr, CASE. I may say very briefly
that I understood that following the
hearing this morning General MacAr-
thur said there was nothing he said
this morning that might not be given
to the public, I heard several Members
on both sides of the aisle at the hearing
say the same thing after the hearing
this morning. But it is my considered
opinion that many of the things said by
MacArthur this morning would have had
a terrific impact on the country if the
people had heard what he said, and had
heard the way he said it. It would affect
the security of the boys in Korea.

Mr. HOLLAND. Anything that does
not pertain to the security of the country
can be made and will be made available
to the country, of course, and the Senator
knows that. He knows that his side of
the aisle is safeguarded by the presence
of nearly half of the members of the joint
committees as representatives of his side
of the aisle, and if there is any disposi-
tion to withhold anything which is really
so safe that it can be made public knowl-
edge, that it is within the power of the
Senators upon that side of the aisle who
sit upon the committees to see that pub-
lic knowledge is had of those matters. So
it seems to me so clear that what is
sought to be done is to skim off those
things which can be made safely avail-
able to the public, but hold back the vital
information and facts upon which any
judgment to-be sound must be based.

I say to the Senator that judgment
which is sound cannot be based upon the
skimmings. In order for a sound judg-
ment to be made, there must be available
the whole substance of the facts which
show what is our situation over there in
the Orient, what is the condition of our
Armed Forces and those who compose
them, and of those who may be on one
side or the other in the future.

Mr. President, it is perfectly clear from
the question of the Senator from South
Dakota that what he would like to do,
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that what those who support the resolu-
tion would like to do, is to skim off hur-
riedly a few facts, which can be made
matters of public knowledge, but to hold
back the meat upon which solely any
sound judgment can be made, and to al-
low again, the public to have a partial
description of what the facts are, and to
allow the formation of public judgments,
either sound or unsound, without getting
the needed knowledge quickly to Sena-
tors who represent the various States in
the Nation—and I hope that all of us
feel that we represent all the people of
this Nation.

I say to the Senator that I think he
and those who share his feelings are
suggesting a completely unsound method
of approach, and I believe we have had
too much of that unsoundness already.
Now we need to get at the very essential
meat of the situation which confronts us
in Korea; and in order to get at that
meat, we have to delve into the secret
matters which cannot be disclosed in the
open. It will not be possible for sound
judgment to be reached in connection
with such matters until those vital ques-
tions have been probed and until we have
the benefit of the mass of information
which is in the mind of the great field
commander who until so recently was in
command of our men in Korea and
the mass of information which is in the
minds of others who are in part en-
trusted with representing us in the mili-
tary field.

Mr. President, I do not agree with
those who conclude that in order to ap-
pease the popular demand for informa-
tion now—not information as to the ulti-
mate facts, which cannot be made pub-
lic, but information as to the facts which
can be made public—the procedure in
the committee should be a casual, hur-
ried, skimming off of such harmless facts
from the total facts to be presented at
the hearings.

Mr. President, the people of Florida,
who are writing literally thousands of
letters to me about this matter, wish us
to get at the vital facts, and in that con-
nection they want the benefit of the ex-
pressions of those who represent them
as to what are the best interests of our
Nation and what we can do to achieve a
policy which will be sound and will lead
to a victorious conclusion of the struggle
in Korea. They do not want a prolonga-
tion of the whole question by means of
having the committee spend days and
days in a useless endeavor to skim off
the facts which can be made public, and
to separate them from the vital facts
which cannot be made public, but on the
basis of which alone the decisions can
be made,

I say to the Senator from South Da-
kota that what he and those who are
associated with him in his position sug-
gest is that instead of coming to a quick
conclusion based upon sound knowledge
of the vital facts, we prolong this diffi-
cult and dangerous situation by skim-
ming off a lot of facts which can be
made public and by conducting the hear=
ings as a sort of Roman holiday, from
day to day, and postponing until after
that time the determination of the real

facts which alone—and I repeat that .

only the possession of the real facts will %~ Mr, HOLLAND, ¥ yleld,
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make it possible for anyone—whether
it be the distinguished Senator from
South Dakota or any other Senator on
his side of the aisle or any Senator on
this side of the aisle, or any other per-
son representing the public, any Mem-
ber of the Senate or any Member of the
House of Representatives—to reach the
sound conclusions which are so neces-
sary. Those who take the position the
Senator from South Dakota takes would,
in effect, have us prolong this whole
miserable experience and postpone for a
long period into the future, the getting
down to the meat of the coconut. How-
ever, that is exactly the wrong way to
approach this matter, because it is clear
as crystal that it is our duty to probe
as quickly as possible in order to reach
the ultimate facts as promptly as we
can, and then to reach sound conclusions
on the basis of those facts. Until we
have those facts, it will be impossible
for us to reach sound conclusions re-
garding these matters. In connection
with the probe that we must make, we
must bear in mind that the facts which
we must obtain in order to reach a sound
judgment are, by their very nature, a
part of the intimate secrets of our Na-
tion, secrets which cannot safely be dis-
closed to the public; for if they were
disclosed, they would bring greater dan-
ger and greater suffering and greater
punishment to those who represent us
in Korea.

Nevertheless, there are some who say,
“Let us postpone until some distant time,
some days or some weeks from now, the
time when we shall come to grips with
this problem, and in the meantime let
us have a lot of sparring on the inconse-
quential questions which can safely be
brought out into the public gaze.”

Mr. President, I say that I do not be-
lieve Senators who take that position
have thought through this matter. Nev-
ertheless, that is the position essentially,
which some Senators now take when
they say there should be long hearings,
open at first—although such Senators
recognize that there must be closed
hearings eventually and that the serious,
grave facts cannot be disclosed in open
hearings. However, they would have a
long series of open hearings held and
spun out at length, and thereafter would
have the committees get down to the
matters which really count. Mr. Presi-
dent, that is not the proper way to ap-
proach this matter.

I think I have expressed what is the
only wise position in regard to this issue,
The only proper course is for the Sena-
tors who are charged with this inquiry
to get at the real facts and the secrets
as quickly as possible, and they wish to
do so under conditions under which they
can examine both secret and nonsecret
matters with equal ease and dispatch,
Jjust as a matter of course; they wish to
proceed with the inquiry in such a way
that from minute to minute or from
question to question they will not have
to be worried as to whether a certain
question does or does not break the rule
of security, which of course all Senators
will be trying to observe.

Mr. MALONE. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?
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Mr. MALONE. Ishould like to ask the
Senator from Florida whether he agrees
with the change of heart that the Armed
Services Committee and the Foreign Re-
lations Committee have had in regard
to allowing all Senators who wish to
attend the hearings to do so?

Mr. HOLLAND. Let me say that I am
one of those who urged that the joint
committees take that action,

Mr. MALONE. I should like to ask a
further question. I have the highest re-
gard for the integrity and understand-
ing of the distinguished Senator from
Florida, but I wish to ask whether he
would have any objection to having the
chairman of committee exercise his
own judgment in regard to whether the
data being presented must be kept se-
cret, in the interest of the security of
the country, and whether the Senator
would object to having the proceedings
in this case conducted along the lines of
the previous proceedings, over the years,
so far as I recall, namely, by allowing
the public to hear the evidence when
the security of the Nation is not in-
volved?

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I have
implicit confidence in the sound judg-
ment as well as the patriotism of the
Senator from Georgia. Only a short
time ago he advised the Senate that he
felt he could not assume the respon-
sibility of conducting the hearings with-
out having them conducted in secret
and then making known the matters
which could safely be disclosed to the
public. He made it very plain that the
joint committee had already considered
the question and had ruled that in its
sound judgment it was not proper or
wise to proceed on a hit-or-miss basis
in the hope that it would catch every
improper question ahead of fime and
would catch every exposure ahead of
time in such a way as to preserve the
secrets of our Nation. If the Senator
from Nevada had been in the Chamber
a short time ago, he would have heard
the Senator from Georgia speaking
from the depths of a very great con-
viction, say that he felt that to pro-
ceed in any other way—in any way
other than in closed hearings—would
be unsafe and unsound in this situation.
He reminded the Senate that, as a Mem-
ber of the Senate, he sat upon the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs throughout
World War II, and that in every hear-
ing that committee held on matters re-
lating to the conduct of the war or mat-
ters having to do with the vital secrets
of our Nation, the hearings were always
secref.

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr, HOLLAND, I yield.

Mr. MALONE. Of course I under-
-stand that the present situation in Ko-
rea is still a police action and is not
world war III; at least, does not the
Senator from Florida understand that
to be the inferepretation which still is
made?

Mr., HOLLAND. Regardless of the
name by which it is called, I understand
that it is a most bitter adventure. I
speak of it as the Korean war. When

‘--q‘there have been more than 60,000 cas-

Jalties among our American boys, I
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think it is a colossal tragedy and catas-
trophe, and I think it is entitled to be
called a war; and I regard it as such at
this time,

At the same time, I remind the Sena-
tor from Nevada that it is completely
true that it is still a police action; it is
an effort on the part of a large number
of nations, in which we have assumed
and are taking the largest part, by reason
of geographic and other considerations,
to prevent the outbreak of a world war
and an effort to prevent aggressions
from crowding out of existence a tiny
republic which we helped create and
sponsored and which the United Nations
sponsored. In that sense of course it
is still a police action. But it is grave
enough in its size, and in its implications
with respect to thousands of American
homes and lives, to be dignified by the
name of war. The Senator from Florida
will not quarrel with the Senator from
Nevada, regardless of what name he
applies to it. To the Senator from Flor-
ida, it is a serious war, as well as a very
grave police action.

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. Of course, I agree with
the Senator from Florida that it is a war.
I thoroughly disagree with him, however,
if he agrees with the President in his
conduct of the war; but I do not hear
that subject discussed very much. The
war is being conducted in the manner of
a football game, so that we cannot break
up the huddles, but we must stop them
at the scrimmage line. We have worn
out the thirty-eighth parallel in going
back and forth across it.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator permit me to comment on
that point?

Mr. MALONE. I should like to ask
the Senator a question.

Mr. HOLLAND. In the first place,
the Senator from Florida has not agreed,
by any manner of means, with all the
decisions of the President of the United
States.

Mr. MALONE. I am very happy to
hear that.

Mr. HOLLAND. In the next place,
the Senator from Florida would not be
as interested in these hearings as he
is, did he not think they will disclose
new facts and give new light upon which
sounder decisions can be based. In the
next place, he does not feel that it is
sound for the Senator from Florida or
for the Senator from Nevada to depart
from the rule of withholding judgment
upon this serious matter, which affects
tens of thousands of American lives, un-
til he can get the facts, and he wants
the facts to be made available with all
possible speed. He is saying to the Sen-
ator from Nevada and to those who take
the same attitude, that it appears to
the Senator from Florida that they are
trying to raise a sandstorm of all sorts
of inconsequential things, though some
of them may be tremendously appeal-
ing, and to hold back the opportunity to
get at the meat in the coconut, and to
find out what the real facts are.

Mr. MALONE. Mr, President, will
the Senator yieldf

Mr. HOLLAID. I yield.
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Mr. MALONE. Without discussing
whether we can win a war while tying
the hands of the Army and facing a
terrific enemy, I should I'ke to ask the
distinguished Senator from Florida
whether, in the hearings, when a ques-
tion arises which is of public interest,
he could trust the judgment of the mem-
bers of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and of
General MacArthur on the question of
what it is necessary to conceal in the
interest of the public safety and the
national security, and as to what would
be merely a historical review of the sit-
uation? Would the Senator from Florida
be willing to trust their judgment?

Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator from
Florida would be willing to trust those
distinguished military officers as far as
any human being could be trusted, to
safeguard our secrets. But the Senator
from Florida calls to the attention of
the Senator from Nevada three things:
first, that mistakes can be made, and
they have been made, by the best trained
men we have, and with the best of in-
tentions; second, that questions may be
asked which will be completely unwise
from the standpoint of maintaining our
secrets, and they will be used before
there is any chance to stop them.

The Senator from Florida reminds the
Senator from Nevada of the old court-
room story about the judge making a
lawyer withdraw a question to a witness,
which question itself had done tre-
mendous damage; the lawyer, of course,
withdrew the question very gladly, only
to be reminded by counsel on the other
side that he withdrew the question, as
an attacker would withdraw a red-hot
poker which had already been inserted
into the vitals of the person attacked,
claiming that he had done no harm,
since he had withdrawn it. So the Sena-
tor from Florida reminds the Senator
from Nevada that even in asking ques-
tions there is danger of doing irreparable
harm.

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. I.OLLAND. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. I see no danger in ask-
ing a question in regard to national se-
curity, so long as the question does not
convey information affecting the na-
tional interest. But I would say to the
distinguished Senator from Florida that
Iam very happy the majority of the com-
mittee changed its attitude and al-
lowed Senators to attend the hearings at
which General MacArthur is to testify.
It is the firm conviction of the junior
Senator from Nevada that if the people
of the United States could have heard
the testimony this morning, the party
would be over.

Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator from
Florida expresses his appreciation to the
Senator from Nevada., Before the Sena-
tor from Nevada leaves the Chamber, the
Senator from Florida desires to state the
third point of hic answer, which he was
prevented from doing by the last ques-
tion of the Senator from Nevada. The
third value which is to be remembered
is that much greater speed is possible if
a complete investigation of each field
which is being investigated can be made

at the time it is before the commitbee,__
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and that it does not make either for a
better understanding or for good speed
or a quick solution of this matter to have
each of the many fields which must be
explored only broached in the open hear-
ing, only scraped, if the Senator from
Florida may use that term, and then to
have all the substance of it relegated to
the background, to be held for a period
of days or weeks, until the two commit-
tees can refurn to it and the witnesses
can be called back, at which time other
more important aspects of the question
in that field may finally be explored.
So, the Senator from Florida feels that
the only expeditious way and the only
secure way and the only sound way to
proceed is as stated by the Senator from
Georgia and as determined already by a
majority of the two committees sitting
jointly, including in that majority at
least one Senator who comes from the
minority side of the aisle.

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr., HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. Then I would say fur-
ther to the Senator from Florida that the
strategy determined by the Joint Chiefs
of Staff during the last 9 or 10 months
should have been based upon the fore-
thought and the great deliberation the
Senator is describing, instead of their
coming up to the barrier, after 9 or 10
months of fighting, with nearly 70,000
casualties, and blood and guts strewn
all over Korea, back and forth across
that little wart on Asia. The strategy
should have been settled in meetings
of the great Joint Chiefs of Staff, in-
stead of having the football game which
is being played in Korea, for the very
reason that England and other empire-
minded nations want to save some of
their areas in the Far East, such as
Hong Kong and Indochina. England
has recognized Communist China; and
the newspapers today state that 120,000
tons of rubber have been sent into
Communist China by England within
the past 9 months. Of course, we
all know what the British have been
doing. The junior Senator from Ne-
vada was in Asia. He flew over Korea
twice, and he was in Japan and all over
China in 1948 At that time it was
well known what the British were doing
in the way of sending strictly critical
supplies from Hong Kong and Shanghai
into Communist China.

I venture the guess that, through the
Marshall plan, the 16 Marshall plan
countries, the 96 trade treaties which
certain of them have with iron curtain
countries, and as a result of the materials
sent to Singapore by them, at least two-
thirds of the materials fired back abt
American boys in Korea was paid for by
the taxpayers of America, the fathers
and mothers of those boys.

Mr. BENTON. Mr, President, before
the Senator from Florida answers that
long, complicated question, I wonder if
he would yield to me?

Mr. WHERRY. I object. I have
waited for a long time to get recognition
and have been denied it——

Mr. BENTON. Mr, President, what I
have to present is a matter of ceremcnial
comment.
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Mr. WHERRY. I shall not object to
that. I thought the Senator from Con-
necticut wanted to make some comment
about the soundness or unsoundness of
the resolution. There has been a fili-
buster going on because we have not been
able to obtain a vote by 2:30 o’clock——

Mr. HOLLAND. I do not yield, Mr.
President. The Senator from Nebraska
is talking about something that is com-
pletely false, and he knows it to be false,

Mr. WHERRY, A point of order, Mr,
President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Nebraska has made a point of
order, and the Senator from Florida will
take his seat,

Mr. HILL., Mr. President, I move that
the Senator from Florida be allowed to
proceed in order.

Mr. WHERRY, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
cannot yield for that purpose. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Alabama that the Sen-
ator from Florida be permitted to pro-
ceed in order.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I shall
be glad to yield to the Senator from Con-
necticut if I may do so without losing
my place on the floor.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Florida asks unanimous consent to
yield to the Senator frem Connecticut
without losing his place on the floor. Is
there objection? The Chair hears none,
and the Senator from Connecticut may
proceed.

(At this point Mr. BExToN called at-
tention to the presence in the galleries of
distinguished visitors from foreign coun-
tries touring the United States as guests
of the Trans-World Airlines, and appro-
priate remarks were made by him and by
the Vice President, which appear in the
Recorp at the conclusion of Mr. HoL-
LAND'S speech.)

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, before
I proceed further I should like to ask
unanimous consent of the Senate to ex-
punge from the Recorp the single word
“false,” which I think was inappropriate;
and without objection——

Mr. WHERRY, Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, HOLLAND. 1 yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I
deeply appreciate the gesture of the dis-
tinguished Senator from Florida; and if
the word “filibuster” is in any way ob-
jectionable I withdraw it. When last
night I asked if there was not some way
we could proceed to the consideration of
the resolution, it was difficult to get co-
operation. I deeply appreciate the ac-
tion of the Senator from Florida, for
whom I have the highest regard, and I
want to thank him for his friendly
gesture.

Mr. HOLLAND. I appreciate the re-
marks of the Senator from Nebraska and
I appreciate his withdrawing the com-
ment which brought on my immoderate
statement. Of course, it is completely
unnecessary to say that so far as the
Senator from Florida is concerned he is
not planning anything in the nature of
a filibuster, because he expects to con-
clude shortly, and he is sure the Senator

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

from Nebraska never meant to attribute
any marathon speaking ambitions to the
Senator from Florida.

I remind the Senator from Nebraska
that the Senator from Florida has sat
on the floor of the Senate from Janu-
ary 3 to this moment and has listened to
hundreds upon hundreds of hours of
speaking on foreign-relations gquestions
and questions with reference to Korea
from other Senators, particularly Sena-
tors on the other side of the aisle. He
believes he has listened to dozens of
hours of such speeches by the distin-
guished Senator from Nebraska, He has
never expressed any umbrage or fear
that the Senator from Nebraska was go-
ing to deprive the Senator from Florida
of his right to be heard upon the floor,
He has never accused the Senator from
Nebraska or any other Senator of put-
ting on a filibuster, although he has
spent many, many days in listening to
the expression of their convictions.
Therefore the Senator from Florida was
disappointed that the Senator from Ne-
braska seemed to feel justified in charg-
ing the Senator from Florida with doing
something that he was not doing. He
therefore now appreciates the attitude
of the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND, Yes.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I real-
ize that the Senator from Florida is a
very distinguished Senator. His jude-
ment is always respected by other Sena-
tors. All of us appreciate his observa-
tions. Therefore I could not see why
reading the names of the minority mem-
bers of the committees had anything to
do with the facts in the case. Perhaps
it was well to emphasize the respect in
which we hold them. But I say to the
Senator from Florida, really and truly,
that we all know who the minority mem-
bers are. They have a right to their
places on the committees. It took the
other side a long time to concede it.
After the urgency with which I presented
my resolution to the Senate I simply
could not understand why it was neces-
sary for the distinguished Senator from
Florida to read the names, for example.
It looked to me as though an effort were
being made to continue to talk until after
2:30 o'clock, which would make it very
difficult to obtain a vote on the resolution
without inconveniencing many Members
of the Senate.

Mr. HOLLAND. I appreciate what
the Senator from Nebraska has said.
Unfortunately, many people who will
read the CoNGRESSIONAL REcCORD will not
have the intimate knowledge of the situ-
ation which is possessed in such great
degree by my good friend, the distin-
guished Senator from Nebraska. They
do not know, for instance——

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator does not
need to read the names again.

Mr. HOLLAND. They do not know,
for instance, the personnel of the various
committees. They do not know the high,
distinguished, and honorable records
which have been made by the members
of the committees. For example, they
are not aware that a great many of the
members have been governors of their
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States. The Senator from Florida has
a peculiar affection for ex-governors, as
the Senator from Nebraska well knows.
The Senator from Nebraska knows the
background of the members of the com-
mittees. He knows which of them have
made terrible personal sacrifices, through
the loss of members of their own families,
in the Armed Forces of our country. The
general reading public does not know it.
Therefore, the Senator from Florida
hopes that the Senator from Nebraska
will be patient with his friend from Flor-
ida, and will allow him in his own way
to conclude the first statement which he
should like to make upon the subject of
Korea and Asiatic policy, after he has
listened for almost endless hours—
though he assures the Senator from Ne-
braska that his remarks have always
been most interesting, and that time
passed quickly and pleasantly—to the
distinguished Senator declaim upon the
mistakes which our counfry has made
in Korea, as he feels, and in Asia, as he
feels, and as he has shown the depth of
his conviction and his willingness to
stand upon such convictions.

I wish to say to the Senator from Ne-
braska that I have sometimes agreed
with his position, and I do now agree
with some of his criticisms. I do not
agree with the idea of making a Roman
holiday out of a hearing which is de-
signed to probe into the depths of our
military policy and strategy and our
most closely guarded military secrets
about a war which is still going on and
is a bigger war today than it has been
prior to this time, when we do not know
that the end of it is in sight and there
are 250,000 American boys over there
whose lives and safety depend upon our
reaching sound solutions. Therefore I
am certainly not in accord with the pol-
icy advanced, I think mistakenly, by the
distinguished Senator from Nebraska. I
think it is based upon very poor judg-
ment. I think it is exceedingly unwise.
However, I know that the Senator has a
deep conviction about it, or he would not
urge it.

The Senator from Nebraska is seek-
ing to make a Roman holiday out of a
hearing in which there must come the
time—and apparently the Senator from
Nebraska hopes it will come much later
than the Senator from Florida hopes it
will come—when intimate secrets of our
Nation, with respect to our military
planning and strategy must be bared to
the able and patriotic Senators from
both sides of the aisle upon whose shoul-
ders and hearts and consciences lie
the heavy responsibility of making sound
recommendations.

The Senator from Florida feels that
it is unwise to go into the question in
such a way. He does not feel that only
a few of the most easily discovered and
most harmless facts should be brought
out over a period of days and that there
should be held back for a period of days,
or perhaps weeks, the coming to grips
with the serious issues. The Senator
from Florida has heard the Senator from
Nebraska repeatedly, in the course of
this spring, and other Senators on that
side of the aisle, and this side also, talk
about our boys having to fight a war
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with one hand tied behind their backs.
I remind the Senator from Nebraska
that if he forces open hearings he will
put the 23 or 25 or 26 Senators—depend-
ing on whetner or not all of them are
present—in the position of having to
devote almost all of their time for days
or weeks to the vain effort to satisfy
the avid curiosity of people who want
to hear things but who cannot, when
the payoff comes, safely be allowed to
hear the real facts in the controversy.
The Senator from Nebraska knows that
perfectly well.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND. The sooner we get
the real facts produced in private the
sooner decisions can be made. It is such
decisions on vital policy which the Sena-
tor from Florida eagerly awaits and
wants to get to as quickly as possible.
He dces not like delaying tactics of the
kind represented by the resolution, un-
der which the actual bringing in of facts
would be suspended for a period of days
or perhaps weeks,

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. 1 have no quarrel
with the position of the Senator from
Florida. He has a perfect right to his
convictions. The committees have a
perfect right to hold execufive or closed
sessions. My judgment is that open
hearings bring out the facts and bring
out the truth. I have just as strong con-
victions as has the Senator from Florida.
I have just been handed a report taken
from the news ticker in the cloakroom.

It says:

President Truman told a group of foreign
newspapermen that if the people of the world
can get the truth peace will come automati-
cally.

I suppose the Senator agrees with that
statement.

He spoke to the group in the Rose Garden
at the White House.

He spoke to a group of newspaper rep-
resentatives from 14 countries. The
statement is emphasized again:

Mr. Truman sald he hoped they had seen
and found for themselves some things which
they can tell their people when they get
home.

I emphasize the words “found for
themselves some things which they can
tell their people.” Not something that
was skimmed off for them.

Mr. Truman said, “If we can get the
truth to the people, peace will come auto-
matically.”

That is what we are trying to do. We
are trying to get the truth to the people.

I have a right to my convictions.
When I say I want open hearings, I
want open hearings only in respect to
defense policies which the great men
who will come to testify agree can be
made public. Certainly the Senator
does not mean that General MacArthur,
General Bradley, or General Collins, for
example, or Mr. Acheson, would go be-
fore the committees and intentionally
violate the espionage laws of our coun-
try. Such a contention is completely
ridiculous. I am surprised that the
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distinguished Senator, whose judgment
is very highly regarded in the Senate,
should even suggest such a thing.

No one is asking for a Roman holiday.
All we are asking is that the people of
the United States get the facts, and not
the skimmed-off facts which come from
secret hearings, or statements which
may be misinterpreted. When I left the
committee hearing this morning literally
scores of newspapermen gathered
around me and asked, “What did he
say?” Already certain statements have
been made as to what was said. They
represent the skimmed-off portion.

What we want is open hearings on
everything which has to do with the de-
fense policy. General MacArthur has
placed on the table his proposals. Why
can we not have the evidence to support
those proposals? Why cannot the peo-
ple of the country be informed as to what
those proposals are? That is all I am
asking. I hope the Senator, in his fair-
ness, will not charge me with seeking by
the resolution to have a Roman holiday
or a big show.

I went through all the hearings in
the so-called Connally committee, when
the question of troops for Europe was
under consideration. While it is true
that the hearings were not televised, yet
I believe that my mail will substantiate
the statement that the people of the
country were better informed when we
finished than they would have been if
they had been carried by television, and
much better informed than they would
have been if closed hearings had been
held.

The trouble has not been with open
hearings. The trouble has been with
secret hearings. In my opinion, the
last two World Wars were caused by
secret hearings. I believe that the blood
of the boys to whom the Senator has
referred would not have been shed on
the battlefields of Korea if the Wede-
meyer report had not been suppressed
for three long years. It has now been
made public. We know what is in if.
If we had followed the course outlined
in his report at that time, the great gen-
erals whom the Senator loves, General
Ridgway, and General Van Fleet, about
whom he spoke so highly the other day,
would not even be in Korea today.

All I am asking is that the things
which do not need to be suppressed shall
not be suppressed. It is the secret agree-
ments—Yalta, Potsdam, and all others
of them—which have brought the United
States into war. It is secret agreements
which are responsible for the bloodshed
the Senator has been talking about in his
defense of secret hearings. Give us open
hearings, and let the people of the coun-
try know the facts. Open hearings will
result in unity among the people. The
people will then support whatever policy
is determined upon. But when we try to
skim off certain facts and give the people
what some persons want them to hear,
we get into trouble.

Mr. President, my convictions are just
as strong as those of the Senator from
Florida, If I have been impatient about
obtaining consideration for the resolu-
tion, I want the Senator from Florida to
forgive me, Ishould like to have the dis-
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tinguished Senator from Florida now say
that he will help me to obtain a vote on
this proposal sometime during the day.
I think the people have the right to know
the facts. Those who believe in opening
the hearings think the people should be
informed about the things they should
know. Thoste who do not want the people
informed want the hearings to be closed,

I am not quarreling with the Senator’s
position. I am not quarreling with any-
one who wants closed hearings. That is
all right with me. I simply do not agree
with that procedure. I believe that his-
tory has substantiated the convictions
which I hold as to open hearings. I
have no secrets, If I had, someone would
find them out anyway. I should like to
£ee anyone keep the newspaper men from
finding out what happened today at the
hearing. I listened to about an hour of
the testimony. I did not hear it all. I
will say to the Senator from Florida
that every word I heard could have been
given in open hearings to the people of
the United States. If they had been per-
mitted to hear the testimony, that fact
would have done as much to help unify
the people as anything we have heard
about in hearings since I have been a
Member of this body, during the past 9
years, I say that honestly.

Mr. HOLLAND, I thank the Senator
from Nebraska. There are two com-
ments which I wish to make upon his
statement.

First, with reference to the Wedemeyer
report, it required the action of the joint
committee, through its distinguished
chairman, the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. RusseLL], even to get the repert.

Mr. WHERRY. MTr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND. That was the first
showing, and a very definite showing
of the fairness and thoroughness of the
committee. One of the first things it
asked for was the Wedemeyer report;
and as soon as members of the Commit-
tee had an opportunity to assure them-
selves that the question of national se-
curity was not involved, they made the
report available. It seems to the Sena-
tor from Florida that instead of criticiz-
ing the functioning of the committee, at
least with reference to that report, the
Senator from Nebraska ought to be pay-
ing warm praise to the committee for
having already given earnest evidence of
its desire to serve patriotically by making
public something which could safely be
made public. Time after time during the
past 3 years I have heard the Senator
yearn for publication of the report.

Mr. WHERRY. That is what resulted
in the report being made public. It was
the yearning and the speeches which
were made to pry it loose.

Mr,. HOLLAND. The next thing I wish
to comment on is this: The Senataor's
position voices the attitude that it is a
good thing to proceed with those parts
of the facts, those crumbs from the table,
which can safely be made available to the
public, and to hold back the meat of the
issue until later. That is exactly where
the Senator from Florida thinks the
Jjudgment of the Senator from Nebraska
is very badly at fault. I do not question
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the patriotism of the Senator from Ne-
braska, However, I bhelieve that the
sooner the witnesses can give to commit-
tees of the Senate the vital facts without
which we cannot intelligently pass upon
these questions, the better.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND.
bit; not now.

The Senator from Nebraska may feel
that from the wealth of his experience
and observations he has amply safe
ground upon which to base a permanent
judegment. However, so far as the Sena-
tor from Florida is concerned, so far as
the devoted members of these two com-
mittees are concerned, and, he believes,
so far as the sound thinking people of
the nation are concerned, they know per-
fectly well that no skimming of the
froth is going to serve any good purpose.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND. Not at this time. I
allowed the Senator to speak for 10 min-
utes without ever voicing a question.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator has
spoken for 3 hours.

Mr. HOLLAND. If the Senator will
allow me to say what I would like to say,
I should like to remind him that when
any witness, whether it be General Brad-
ley, General MacArthur, some diplomat,
or some other person not even yet named
as a witness, completes his public state-
ment, if he has knowledge of secret facts,
then is the time, if we are to consider his
testimony as a cohesive whole, to inves-
tigate the things of which he has inti-
mate knowledge. Under the Senator's
program that would be impossible.

I remind the Senator—and I hope he
will pay attention——

Mr. WHERRY. I am listening.

Mr. HOLLAND, I am glad to hear it.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield now before he leaves
that point? He is going to another point.

Mr. HOLLAND. I should like to make
my point, if I may,

Mr., WHERRY. The Senator has
made three points.

Mr. HOLLAND. I appreciate the Sen-
ator's impatience, but I should like to
make my point, if I may.

The Senator from Nebraska would like
to have one of the generals make his
statement in general, without at all dis-
closing any secrets, but simply voicing
his opinion, as to what he thinks the
proper policy should be, without being
subjected at that very time, at that very
hearing, to the necessity of having to
answer certain questions from Senators
on both sides of the aisle as to what are
the facts underlying the decision which
he think is wise—the facts as to men,
as to matériel, as to experience; the facts
as to the attitude of our allies, and as
to the attitude of those who may be our
allies or may be our enemies in the
future. I say to the Senator that it is
completely wrong to have the public get
the impression that such and such an
expression of opinion from a distin-
guished witness is the ultimate fact,
without having available the facts upon
which that opinion is based.

The Senator knows that good people
do not always agree, I am prepared to

I shall yield after a
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admit that the Senator is a very distin-
guished and highly patriotic American.
The Senator, however, does not always
agree with the Senator from Georgia on
these questions, yet the Senator from
Florida feels that the Senator from
Georgia is also a distinguished and
highly patriotic American, Men’s minds
differ on vital questions. The Senator
from Nebraska proposes to adopt a pro-
gram under which only those compara-
tively innocuous things which do not
go to the root of any of the problems
can come out at the time of the expres-
sion of the policy which one of the wit=-
nesses feels should be adopted.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND. I decline to yield un-
til I have finished my statement. I fear
that the Senator's impatience sometimes
runs away with his manners.

Mr., WHERRY. Mr. President, it is
perfectly courteous and good manners
to ask the Senator to yield before finish=
ing a point, or before making three or
four more points, or making a speech.

Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator from
Florida has not finished his point.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator was say-
ing—well all right, I will refrain.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Florida yield to the Sena-
tor from Nebraska?

Mr. HOLLAND, I shall yield when I
get through making my point.

My point, Mr. President, is that it is
unfair to the public and it is unfair to
the witness and it is unfair from every
point of view to have a mere expression
of opinion on policy go out as the ulti-
mate, unassailable fact of the matter,
without having at the same time the op-
portunity and the chance to delve into
and to explore the facts which lie behind
that expression of policy and which, by
their very existence, determine the wis-
dom or unwisdom of that policy. The
Senator knows perfectly well that the
Senator from Florida is correct in that.

Mr, WHERRY., Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND. That is because it is
so obvious on the face of it that any
mere expression of opinion, whether it
is General MacArthur’s opinion, or Mr,
Acheson’s opinion, or whosoever’s opin-
ion it is, is only an opinion until the
facts upon which it is based can be made
public. Yet the Senator proposes a pro-
gram under which opinions become per=
manent, and the expression of opinions
is substituted for the opportunity to ex-
plore into what the ultimate facts may
be. The Senator from Florida thinks
that is a very unwise decision, and a
very unwise way to proceed; and he
thinks that the members of these two
committees have deliberated to good ad-
vantage and have brought forth a wise
decision, much wiser than that which
the quick efforts of those who have pre-
sented this resolution would leave us
make., He thinks the Senator from
Georgia, as chairman of the Armed
Services Committee, is much better
qualified than is the Senator from
Florida or the distinguished Senator
from Nebraska to know what the impli-
cations are in investigating these ques-

tions, as to their importance to national
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security, and as to what particular facts
need to be explored to determine whether
or not an opinion based upon facts is
sound or unsound.

The Senator from Georgia and a con-
siderable majority of the committees
sitting jointly have come to the conclu-
sion, with which I agree implicitly, that
it is unsound and would be unwise to
adopt the course which the Senator
suggests, and which would leave opin-
ions expressed without giving any
chance at all to look for the foundation
upon which those opinions are based.
The Senator knows that is not good
policy, it is not logical, it is not sound,
and the Senator even appears to be
speechless when confronted with that
situation.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield for a ques-
tion.

Mr. KERR. In the course of the dis-
cussion by the Senator from Nebraska
he intimated or stated or alleged that
the procedure taking place was one of
skimming off what the committees
wanted the public to know, and keeping
the ecream of the information from the
public. Is the Senator from Florida
aware of the procedure now in effect in
the committees whereby every question
and every answer is taken down, and
subject only to deletions of information
by one charged with the responsibility
of protecting the security of the United
States; that with that exception alone,
every question asked and every answer
made is immediately given to the press?

Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator from
Florida understands that is the practice;
and he cannot, to save his life, see why
the Senator from Nebraska and others
who, like him, support the resolution, are
unwilling to have those who best know
what is required for the security of
this country made the deletions to
which the Senator has referred.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for another question?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield further.

Mr. KERR. Then is it not a fact that
the only thing being skimmed off is what
the ones charged with the direct re-
sponsibility for the national security
conceive or consider to be information
which would be of benefit to the enemy
were it published?

Mr. HOLLAND. That 1is correct.
And the obverse of the statement is true.
The only matters made available under
the program suggested here by the Sen-
ator from Nebraska are those things
which cannot even be construed as being
remotely connected with the national
security. The public will get a great
deal more information by following the
program which has been put into force
than by following such a program as that
suggested by the Senator from Nebraska,
in which he proposes that only those
things that can safely be mentioned
come out, and that everything else be
held back, and that if there is a ques-
tion about any matter, of course that
matter shall be held back.

Mr, SCHOEPPEL, Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, FREAR
in the chair), Does the Senator from
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Florida yield to the Senator from
Kansas?

Mr, HOLLAND. I yield,

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Ishould like toask
the distinguished Senator from Florida
if it is quite clear to him why the Wede-
meyer report was held secret for 3%
years, and just recently released.

Mr. HOLLAND. Not having seen the
secret and expurgated portions of that
report, which are shown even now to
have been eliminated, the Senator from
Florida does not know what the implica-
tion of the inclusion of those parts of the
report would have been; and he suspects
that if it had been released earlier there
would have been a great many more
items taken out. I judge from the de-
velopments now that the time has come
when those charged with the preserva-
tion of the secrets of our Nation feel
that by cutting out only a little, they can
make most of the body of the report
available, They may have been mis-
taken in their earlier action. Probably
they should have made the report avail-
able a long time ago; I do not know
about that, But neither the Senator
from Kansas—and I say it with all re-
spect—nor the Senator from Florida, is
competent to judge that question, be-
cause neither of us knows what was in
the portions that were eliminated.
Neither of us knows what may have been
in other portions that would have been
of vital benefit to an enemy if it had
been released earlier.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. The Senator from
Kansas does not hold himself out as a
military expert, nor is the Senator from
Kansas privileged to be a member of the
great Foreign Relations Committee or
the Armed Services Committee. Some-
times we secure information as to what
goes on in those committees second or
third hand.

I should like to ask the Senator from
Florida if he does not believe that some
of the basic matters in the Wedemeyer
report, which cannot be construed to be
matters of strictly secret information,
could well have been brought to the at-
tention of the American people before
315 years had elapsed? I should also like
to ask the Senator, if he will pardon me
for asking two questions in one, whether
that type of procedure has not led to the
public of this great country being dis-

.trustful of those who are doing such
things?

Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator has
asked two questions, first as to whether
the Wedemeyer report, or the substance
of it, could have been made available
earlier. The Senator from Florida is
inclined to think it could have been. The
Senator from Florida does not, however,
nor does the Senator from Kansas, have
all the facts upon which he can be per=-
fectly assured that his opinion is cor-
rect. I speak now for the Senator from
Florida, and I think I can speak for the
Senator from Kansas, because neither of
us has seen the deleted portions of the
report.

As to the other question, I think
candor requires me to say that it would
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have brought good recults if the report
had been made public earlier,

I do not want to hold back informa-
tion. Information which can be given
out without violating the security needs
of the Nation should be given out, of
course. I agree that some of these mat-
ters have been withheld from the public
too long, and when that is done the prac-
tice tends to diminish public confidence.

I am trying to have us move swiftly
ahead now, in this hearing, as we en-
deavor to meet the vital problems con-
fronting the Nation.

At this moment the Senator and I are
not talking about an academic question;
we are talking about 250,000 live Ameri-
can boys. Some of them will not be
alive tomorrow night, and more of them
will not be alive a month from now. I
and those who feel as I do think it is
imperative to get to the heart of this
guestion, and that the only way to do so
is to let the large group of very fine and
very honorable men who are members of
the two committees—Senators from both
si les of the aisle—follow their own judg-
ment, as it has already been expressed,
and quickly reach the very heart of this
question, and then make their recom-
mendations to the Senate.

The other method is a sparring
method, one which shows, even before
the investigation starts, that it would not
be the purpose to explore the substantial
questions at an early stage of the in-
quiry, but, instead, that the purpose
would be to conduct a sort of Roman
holiday in the course of which the 200,
300, or 400 persons who could obtain
admittance to the hearing room would
be given a chance to see what occurred
there, but by which the vital security of
the Nation would not best be served and
by which the speedy solution of the
problems confronting us would not best
be served.

I feel with deep conviction that it is
tremendously important to the Nation
that we move as quickly as possible to
the heart of this question. I believe it
would not best serve the interests of the
Nation if we were to postpone the solu-
tion or if we were to have the members
of the committee devote their time to
mere expressions of opinion, which, after
all, are likely to vary widely. It is in-
evitable that men will differ in their
opinions as to what the wise course is.
Therefore, the giving of publicity to mere
expressions of opinion would simply in-
tensify the dispute and the discussion
and the confusion and the lack of har-
mony prevailing in the Nation, whereas
I want with all my heart to have the
Senate move as quickly as possible to do
away with such confusion and lack of
harmony.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.,
Frear in the chair)., Does the Senator
from Florida yield to the Senator from
Kansas?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL, Dces not the
Senator from Florida feel that it is a
responsibility of those in the Pentagon
and those who have access to the secret
information to see that certain colum-
nists do not have access to it, when it
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is withheld from the Senate and the
House of Representatives?

Mr. HOLLAND. If the Senator means
that certain columnists have had infor-
mation which Senators were not able to
obtain, I certainly agree with the Sena-
tor. Af the same time, I would not at
all agree that the most secret matters of
the Nation have been disclosed. I re-
mind my friend, the Senator from
Kansas, that the atomic-bomb secret
was so carefully safeguarded that no
one had any notice of the fact that hun-
dreds of millions of dollars had been
expended for that purpose and thou-
sands and thousands of persons were
working on that task and entire cities
had been created and were contributing,
by means of the efforts of those who
dwelt in them, to studying that problem
and to reaching the solution which
brought a much speedier end to the war.
So I know, as does the Senator from
Kansas, that that secret was well safe-
guarded.

T also know, by reason of having been
given, only recently, certain secret facts
in connection with the discussion before
one of our committees, in secret hearings,
of the so-called dispersal program, that
there are many other things in which
Jjust as good secrecy is being maintained.

So I think the Senator from Kansas
errs if he reaches the conclusion that
because certain wrong things have been
done by letting certain secrets out of
the bag, so to speak, on a few occasions,
those who are charged with the custody
of our most vital secrets have been con-
victed of being untrue to their trust or
of giving everything away. I do not be-
lieve that is so. Otherwise I would have
to reach the point—and I know the Sen-
ator from Kansas feels the same way
about the matter—where I did not be-
lieve that almost all the men who devote
their very lives to the service of our Na-
tion in high military and civil posts wish
to serve the Nation truly and well. Most
of these men are fine men and are true
to their trust. I know perfectly well
that because they have been trust-
worthy many maftters which necessarily
will be delved into during the hearings
are still secret and these secret matters
go to the very heart of the solution of
the difficult problem which confronts us.
I wish to have the committee and the
Senate reach that vital stage in this
entire matter as quickly as possible.

I believe that sparring and talk and
expression of opinion before committees
would merely delay our reaching the
necessary conclusions. After all, opin-
ions have already been expressed before
the joint session of Congress and in vari-
ous parts of the Nation and more opin-
ions will be expressed.

On the other hand, what we need are
the facts. Many of them are not going
to be communicable to the public. The
distinguished Senator from Kansas,
himself a veteran of highly honorable
service, knows this is true and knows
perfectly well that the sooner we brush
away all this fog and the sooner we
reach the question of how we can with
the greatest possible dispatch and the
greatest possible certainty have avail-
able to us the facts upon which alone
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we can base sound judgment, the better
our country will be served.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. HOLLAND. I yield.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Iam sure the Sen-
ator missed the point of my question. I
asked whether there is a responsibility
on the part of those who hold these se-
crets to see that the information is not
disseminated by a few columnists, thus
leading the people of the Nation to be-
lieve that those columnists have inside
information, particularly when some
columnists are clever enough at times
to obtain just enough secret or inside
information to be able to lead the public
to believe that they do have a great deal
of inside information—all of which leads
to a further breaking down of public
confidence, as has been the case when
the Wedemeyer report has for 31z years
been kept off the list of items available
for public information, and only now
has been released, thus causing many
of the public to raise their eyebrows and
ask, “Well, what would you expect?"”

Does not the Senator think that is
bad?

Mr. HOLLAND. I have no quarrel
with the Senator from Kansas on that
point. However, I think the cource fol-
lowed by the present investigation is
best, and I think the different course
now advocated by some for the inves-
tigation would cause it to have less value,
would cause greater delay to occur, and
would cause greater public confusion and
dissension to occur.

I believe that the members of the two
committees that are exploring this ques-
tion should be allowed to proceed in
their own way, in accordance with the
method on which they have already de-
termined, and should be allowed to reach
the heart of the problem as quickly as
possible. That cannot be the case if
there is to be a succession of public
hearings, at which, first, one man will
express his opinion, and then another
man will be called in to express a con-
trary opinion, and then various shades
of opinion will be expressed by other
witness—all with the result that the is-
sue will simply be beclouded before the
time when the actual nuggets of truth
are brought before the members of the
committee, so that they can base sound
recommendations upon a real knowledge
of the facts.

I believe that the method proposed to
be followed under the resolution is a
wrong and an unwise one, and would
cause confusion to become worse con-
founded, and would not result in having
us reach speedy, clear, and sound con-
clusions.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

WELCOME TO REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
PRESS OF 14 NATIONS OF EUROFE,
AFRICA, AND ASIA

During the delivery of Mr. HOLLAND'S
speech,

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I am
grateful to the minority leader for with-
drawing his objection, and I am particu-
larly grateful to the Vice President for
taking the chair and permitting me to
introduce to the Senate some distin-
guiched visitors in the galleries.
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The Senator from Colorado [Mr.
JoHNson], the Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. McManON], the Senator from Mich-
igan [Mr. Moopy], and I have just had
lunch with 35 distinguished jonrnalists
who are touring the country as guests
of the Trans-World Airlines and are
completing a trip throughout the United
States. I have been acting as host at
the luncheon, and I should like to state
to the Senate that my guests have out-
done the normal courtesy we expect from
guests. I should like to call attention to
some of the names on the scroll which
they so generously and courteously be-
stowed upon me, in order to show the
wide range of countries from which they
come. I read the names of Alexandre
Breugnot, Dr. Sayed Abouel Naga, Na-
guib Canaan, Nicholas Nahas. There
are many others.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the entire scroll may be printed
in the Recorp at this point in my re-
marks,

There being no objection, the seroll
was ordered to be printed in the Rr-orp,
as follows:

Hon. WiLLiam EENTON,
United States Senate:

We, the undersigned representatives of the
press of 14 nations of Europe, Africa, and
Asia, as members of the Trans-World Alr-
lines flight to the United States of America,
express our deepest gratitude for your cour-
tesy and hospitality during our visit to the
United States. By your efforts you have
helped us gain a first-hand knowledge of
how Americans work and live in freedom
under a system of democratic free enter-
prise.

We have learned much from you to tell
our readers, and we desire by this scroll to
honor your contribution to the spread of

truth and understanding among the peoples
of the world.

Alexandre Breugnot, Dr. Sayed Abouel
Naga, Naguib Canaan, Nicholas Nahas,
Donald Edgar, N, H. N. Dixon, Stanley
Jackson, Norman Cursley, James L,
Manning, Charles Eade, Pierre Mar-
schal, James De Coquet, Sam Cohen,
Merry Bromberger, Otto Herr, Oskar
Reschke, Harrls Bousbourelis, Deme-
trios Yannoukakis, Coryndon Mandy,
5. N. Ghosh, Uenkatseha Naik, Peter
O'Curry, Michael G. Rooney, Joseph
Halm Heftmann, Gino Ben Amozegh,
Giovanni Artieri, Ugo Zatterin, Gug-
lielmo Ceroni, Morais Cahral, Arman-
do Ferreira, Jaime Arias, Toccuato
Lura De Tena, Georges Rigassi, Albert
Muller, Philippe Casanova.

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, from
the standpoint of the objectives of the
people of the United States to achieve
an understanding with the people of
other nations, I think no group that has
visited this country is more important
than is this group of traveling journal-
ists. I congratulate Trans-World Air-
lines on its leadership and generosity in
assembling this group and bringing
them on this tour of our country.

The Senator from Colorado [Mr.
JounsoN] deseribed to us a previous trip
organized by Trans-World Airlines on
which they took a group of American
journalists overseas. This, it seems to
me, is far-sighted statesmanship on the
part of Mr. Howard Hughes, Mr. Ralph
Damon, and Mr. Warren Pierson, the
three top executives of TWA.
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Mr. President, it further dramatizes
the fact that private activity in the field
of exchange of persons is being conduct-
ed all the time on o scale infinitely more
vast than anything sponsored or paid
for by the Federal Government. Of the
40,000 or 50,000 foreign students now at
our universities and colleges, only a tiny
percentage, I venture to suzgest only 5
percent, are in any way sponsored or
underwritten by the Federal Govern-
ment. Only recently the Ford Founda-
tion, that great new philanthropy which
has almost a 90-percent financial inter-
est in the Ford Motor Co., has given a
large grant to the Institute of Interna-
tional Education in New York City so
that it may expand its office and open
regional offices all over the Nation to do
a better job on the private level in the
exchange of persons between the nations
of the world.

Of all persons who come to visit us,
I suggest that these journalists are
most important, because they will learn
that we have nothing to conceal from
them. They will, of course, learn that
we have things of which we are not too
proud. They will learn that we recog-
nize that there are certain aspects of
American life which under our demo-
cratic processes we hope to improve,
correct, and make progress with in the
years to come. We have nothing to hide.
They can go back to their countries and
write as authorities about us, as persons
who have been here and have seen us
face to face.

I hope, therefore, that the Senate will
join me in welcoming them today, and I
trust they will be the forerunner of
many other such groups, representing
not only newspapers and journalists, and
all other media of communication, but
people from the many and varied walks
of life, from industry, labor unions, and
other groups overseas, upon whoze un-
derstanding our friendly relations ulti-
mately depend as we look ahead over
the next decade,

Mr. President, I thank the Senator
from Florida for giving me this oppor-
tunity to advise the Senate of the pres-
ence of these distinguished visitors.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sen-
ator from Florida will permit, the Chair
would like to say a word on behalf of the
Senate to express our pleasure at having
with us and welcoming to this body these
distinguished visitors from 14 nations
representing the press. Unfortunately
the Chair would advise our friends that
they have pretty stiff competition today
in the matter of attendance of Senators
here and elsewhere. As newspapermen
they will appreciate that fact.

We are glad to have you not only in
the Senate, but to have you visit the
United States, and we hope that your
sojourn with us will be profitable to you
and to us, mutually, in the dissemination
of information and understanding
among the peoples of all the countries
represented by you and, insofar as pos-
sible, the people of the world, concerning
the real objectives and purposes of de-
mocracy here and throughout the world,
We hope that however long you may re-
main with us, you may continue to enjoy
your visit and that you will take home
with you valuable information concern-
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ing our institutions, and leave us with
valuable information concerning yours.

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I am
very grateful to the Chair.

AUTHORITY FOR THE VICE PRESIDENT
TO SIGN SENATE BILL 271 AFTER
RECESS

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Presi-
dent of the Senate be permitted to sign
the bill (S. 271) to authorize the trans-
fer to the Vermont Agricultural College
of certain lands in Addison County, Vt.,
for agricultural purposes after the re-
cess of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.

OPEN VERSUS CLOSED HEARINGS AT
MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES OF ARMED
SERVICES AND FOREIGN RELATIONS

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the motion of Mr. WHERRY to proceed
to the consideration of Senate Resolu-
tion 137.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I had
hoped that we could have a vote on this
resolution early this afternoon, and that
after its disposition those who were still
in the Senate Chamber might have
availed themselves of the opportunity to
participate in the MacArthur hearings.
That, however, is not in the cards, and
at this hour it appears that the entire
afternoon will be devoted to the consid-
eration of the motion to consider the
resolution.

I presume that in my time I have
-erred on the side of anything but brev-
ity, but I think there is still some virtue
in the New Testament admonition, “But
let your communication he, Yea, yea;
nay, nay: for whatsoever is more than
these cometh of evil” So I shall not
try to detain the Senate long this aiter-
noon, but I believe there are some things
which ought to be disposed of.

First, after having listened for the past
2 hours to the constantly recurring allu-
sion to the question of national secu-
rity, I am wondering whether it does not
at times become a smokescreen and
something of a fetish, and that it is en-
tirely overdone. I remember that in the
days of World War II I could not get into
my office in the House Office Building
without having a badge and a pocket
card and many other things. Every time
one went to one of the agencies of Gov-
ernment, even though he may not have
been peculiarly invested with security
significance, he had to have a badge, he
had to know the “high sign” and the
password. It was more difficult than
getting into a lodge. I think a great
many persons, who take a rather ra-
tional and common sense view of the
matter, have come to the conclusion
that, at least in some respects, it has
been highly overdone.

But, Mr. President, first I wish to
answer the observation made by the dis-
tinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr,
Russerrl, which left a rather peculiar
implication in my mind, when he said
that General MacArthur had been
queried as to whether he wanted open or
closed hearings. I submit that if Gen-
eral MacArthur had undertaken to pass
upon that question, he would have been
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hoist with his own petard, anyway one
may take it.

I am going to address a question to my
friend from Oklahoma, and I neither
mean to be facetious about it nor to take

" undue advantage, but I am wondering

what my friend from Oklahoma would
have said had he been in Ceneral Mac-
Arthur’s position and the committee
had queried him, and had said, “Do you
want open or closed hearings?” I know
what I would have said. I would have
said precisely what General MacArthur
said, namely, that I would leave it en-
tirely in the hands of the committee.
Had he for a moment deviated from the
line and indicated that he wanted open
hearings, then, of course, everyone at
once would have come out of his corner
and said, “There it is, there is the os-
tentation, there is the display spirit in
the man. There is his love for grandeur
and demonstration. He wants an open
hearing. He wants a place where, as in
the Colosseum, there will be great multi-
tudes to applaud.” That would have
been the answer on the part of those who
today attack him, had he for one mo-
ment said he wanted open hearings.

On the other hand, suppose he had
said to the Senator from Georgia, “I
should like to have the hearings closed.”
Then what? Then, of course, the same
persons would have said, “There you
have it. He wants to testify behind
closed doors. He does not have a case.
He is not willing in public to ventilate
his views and present his convictions for
all to hear.” He would have been caught
either way, had he answered that ques-
tion. So he gave the proper answer,
namely, that it was in the hands of those
who summoned him, those who invited
him to come to testify. So let there be
not comfort in that. I am sure that
Senators who were listening this after-
noon to the observations by the Senator
from Georgia probably had not thought
through that matter,

When it comes to the question of se-
crecy, I remember an occasion when
General of the Army Eisenhower, Gen-
eral Marshall, the Secretary of War, and
a great many others, were called to tes-
tify before a closed hearing of the House
Appropriations Committee. I was then
a very humble member of that commit-
tee. Iremember one had to have a spe-
cial card and a special badge in order to
get into the committee room. We sat
there, seemingly entranced by the dis=
closures and revelations. We were priv=-
ileged to ask many questions. It was not
a very good show, to say the least, and I
do not know that we learned a great deal
from it. But only 2 days later, Time
magazine came out with a double-page
spread which told more in four para-
graphs than was revealed in the course
of that entire hearing. There we were,
adjured and admonished to maintain
secrecy in the interest of national se-
curity. I wonder if that is not being
overdone.

It seems to me that had we had a little
more light in other days, some of the
young men whose warm blood is ebbing
out on the fields of Korea might still be
alive. It is strange that other countries

_and other peoples get to know so much,
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while the American pzople are kept in
the dark, When it comes to the ques-
tion of security, one might think from
the discussion heard here this afternoon
that the witnesses are a lot of imbeciles,
‘When General MacArthur takes the wit-
ness chair, he will be able to evaluate for
himself whether a particular answer
might jeopardize the security of the
country. If a Member of the Senate
should ask him the question, “How many
troops do you have in Korea, and how
are the divisions deployed?” certainly he
would make no answer that would jeop-
ardize security. He would be indeed a
poor soldier if he did. The man who
served as Chief of Staff with such glory
and distinetion, and who served in many
wars, has some sense of values, and so he
will be able to answer and still abide by
all the obligations and responsibilities
which are upon him. If I estimate the
situation correectly, he is still amenable
to the Espionage Act. Under its provi-
sions and under the other obligations
which are imposed upon him, certainly,
if he should give aid and comfort to the
enemy by any answer he might make, he
would be subject to a penalty.

I have not the slightest doubt that
General Bradley, General Marshall,
General Collins, and all the others will
not need General Davis and his censor-
ship to indicate to them what is safe to
disclose, when the security of the United
States is involved. But let us not make
a smoke screen of national security for
the purpose of preventing the people of
the United States from knowing what is
going on, .

It has been repeatedly stated here to-
day that open hearings might jeopardize
the lives of young men in Korea. Let
me answer those who have lifted their
voices with that kind of argument by
saying that even more lives may be
Jjeopardized by the secretiveness which
has marked so much of our policy for
a long time, going all the way back
to Yalta, in the winter of 1945. Yes,
I think we have an acute recollection
of the secrecy which was practiced in
those days.

For the purposes of the record, I re-
mind Senators that I recall, of course,
the long-drawn-out Pearl Harbor hear-
ings. Oh, with what convenience and
facility remembrance and recollection
had suddenly become an outmoded vir-
tue. As a matter of fact the witnesses
could hardly remember facts which
seemed to have been seared indelibly
in the minds of millions of other people:
but, week after week, and week after
week, Members of this body, in con-
junction with the body in which I served
at the other end of the Capitol in those
days, sought to adduce the truth in the
best way they knew how. They en-
countered first one stalemate and then
another, and, to this good hour, the
whole story of all the evil and vile secrecy
which was involved in the days before
Pearl Harbor has not yet been diselosed
for the cold print of the history books,
where the people of America may soberly
and accurately evaluate exactly what
oceurred. In my considered judgment,

-_jt was the fruition of a design which
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makes a pretty definite pattern. If any-
one wants to refresh himself about it,
the Library of Congress and the files of
this body and the files of the body at the
other end of the Capitol are replete with
documentary evidence as to whether
there was a design which finally brought
us to that ill-fated day, and which ulti-
mately shunted us into the greatest
cataclysm which has ever been visited
upon mankind.

We remember the secrecy of that day.
We remember, Mr. President, the secrecy
that enshrouded the conference at Yalta,
from which have come so many evil ef-
fects which now challenge not only our
best thinking but challenge the destiny
of young men and the very treasure of
our country. As I go back to it, Mr.
President, it is with a sense of dismay
that I think of a conference in the
Crimean Peninsula in the winter of 1945
in which the conferees thought they
might carry out a grand design, but in so
doing, in the enfolding darkness and
secrecy, they led this country down the
course of disaster, and today our young
men have to pay the bill with their blood
and their lives.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Does not the dis-
tinguished Senator from Illinois feel that
unless some of the secrecy is done away
with and the people are given an oppor-
tunity to know what is going on, the mis-
takes of the past can be repeated with
even greater detrimental effect on the
country?

Mr. DIRKSEN, Indeed, so. I say to
my good friend from Kansas that I was
positively dismayed by some of the state-
ments I heard this morning. The genial
Senator from Florida [Mr. HoLLAND]
said that we winnow out and finally we
get to that which we can safely entrust
to the people. Is not that wonder-
ful, Mr. President? The Government
reaches into the hearts and firesides of
the Nation and takes the choice sons of
the families of America and says, “We
are going to put you into uniforms, give
you some training, and send you to
Korea. But you must not know what is
going on. It is not safe to trust you or
your good father, or your good mother
who brought you into this world.”

Think of all the nice expressions
about the democratic process. The Vice
President of the United States, this after-
noon, as he addressed himself to the
distinguished foreign journalists who
graced this body with their presence,
used the phrase, “democratic process.”
Is it the democratic process to conceal?
Is it the democratic process to withhold?
Is it the democratic process to do those
clandestine things in connection with
which the people of the United States
have an interest because this is their
vountry? It is their sons who have to be
»ffered upon the altar. It is their dollars
which must be used to fight the wars of
the Republic. Their dollars are good
enough; their sons are good enough; but
the people are not expected to know what
is going on. We can call that the demo-
cratic process if we like, but I have an-
other name for it, Mr, President.
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I go back to the deceitful and in-
famous undertaking at Yalta in Febru-
ary of 1945. The masters of secrecy were
there, Mr. President. Harry Hopkins was
there. I knew him. Alger Hiss was there.
If there is any doubt about it, read the
story of Yalta by the late Secretary of
State Edward Stettinius, whom I knew
very well.

1 say to my good friend from Kansas
that it is wonderful to talk about secrecy
and about leaks, when Judy Coplon was
in the Department of Justice and Alger
Hiss in the Department of State. There
was Marzani in the Department of State,
who was indicted on 11 counts, found
guilty, and sentenced to prison for re-
vealing from the records things which
should not have been revealed.

Let those in the executive branch
clean their own dunghill before they
monitor the morals of the United States
Senate and of the House of Represen-
tatives with respect to secrecy. Yes,
they were in Crimea doing business at
Yalta; and what happened? It is an
open story. They gave virtual control
of the Chinese Eastern Railroad and the
Manchurian Railroad to Marshal Stalin.
He can use it now to carry tanks and
planes and supplies with which to deci-
mate young Americans in Korea,

That happened at Yalta, Mr. Presi-
dent, behind the dark folds of a secret
curtain. We were not to know about it.
At the same time many naval bases in
the Kurile Islands were given to the
Soviets. It was a long time before we
found it out. They will be useful now
for Red submarines and Soviet aircraft.
Our representatives at Yalta gave away
the north half of Sakhalin Island.
There is some oil there. Russia may
bring these hidden riches to the surface,
and refine them into that high-octane
essence which makes a plane whiz
through the sky as a vehicle for a bomb
which may yet wipe out lives of many
young Americans in Korea. We gave
those things to Stalin at Yalta. We
gave all those rights to Russia, and they
were many. It was done with secrecy,
and 6 years later young Americans, with
the exuberance of life in every fiber,
vein, and pore, now pay the bill.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, DIRKSEN. I yield,

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Ishould like to ask
the distinguished Senator from Illinois
if the American people and the Ameri-
can Congress were not told by the execu-
tive department that there were not se-
cret agreements entered into, and if now
we do not find that there were.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Indeed, so. I want
to say to my friend from Kansas that it
was diplomatic secrecy. The theory was
once expressed by an eastern professor,
as he evaluated the Roosevelt policy, that
we had deceived the country. That is
a fine philosophy, Mr, President, but I
do not subscribe to it. To hear the
statements today we would think that
Members of the Senate had no confi-
dence in the power of the American
people to evaluate. I have plenty of
confidence in the people, so I believe
that in the interest of unity we serve our
country best when we take away the
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shroud of secrecy and let the light shine
in.

If there is something of specific mo-
ment in a question that might endanger
the security of the country, I would not
expect a witness under cross-examina-
tion by a Member of the Senate to an-
swer the question. I think it would be
his responsibility to say, “This involves
an element of security which I do not
believe should be disclosed on an occasion
of this kind.” But what we are inter-
ested in particularly, Mr. President, is
the whole question of policy, and I believe
the American people are entitled to get
the facts first hand. As it is, they are
to be evaluated and they are to be cen-
sored, at least to the extent that censor-
ship will be imposed. Then the screened
transecript will be made available to the
American people. Perhaps the testi-
mony will not be screened; I do not
know; but whatever it is, it will be
allegedly a screened transcript.

As we think of this kind of secrecy,
Mr. President, I wonder why there was
not quite the same interest in the days
when the Senate and House were dealing
with the Amerasia case. A naval lieu-
tenant here and a greeting-card pub-
lisher in New York with a definite leftist
record entered into a conspiracy. They
took more than 1,700 documents from the
State Department to their photostating
office in New York City. They took
what they wanted from the documents.
Some of the documents certainly were
marked “classified.” How much news
was there about it at that time? How
many persons lifted up their voices and
said, “We must do something about
this?” Nothing was done, except that
one of them got a $500 fine, as I recall. I
draw entirely on memory, because I have
not looked at the record for years. I be-
lieve two of them were scolded. One of
them got off with a substantially heavier
fine. No one went to jail. If ever I read
facts in a case which involved a clear and
distinet violation of the espionage laws,
in my judgment the Amerasia case did.
How much was made of secrecy at that
time? It is only because this seems to
be a special occasion that there is so
much emphasis placed upon it.

I wish to refer again to Yalta, because
I believe that the record must be made,
and refreshed from time to time. I had
a great affection for a man who formerly
graced the Senate. He is a man of bril-
liance and integrity. He has occupied
many positions of influence and impor-
tance in the Government. I refer to my
old friend Jimmy Byrnes, of South Caro-
lina. He was a member of the Senate
Committee on Appropriations years ago
when I was a member of the House Ap-
propriations Committee, We used to
cross sabers at times. I had not only
affection for him, but I had a great ad-
miration and respect for his ability.
When he came back from Europe he did
quite a job in writing contemporary his-
tory in his interesting book called Speak-
ing Frankly. At page 41 of the book he
mentions a cablegram which was sent
from Yalta to the White House, allegedly
by Mr. Hopkins fo Mr. Byrnes, with re-
spect to still another secret of Yalta,
namely, the veto.
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At page 41 the former Secretary of
State quotes the cablegram:

The President is extremely anxious that no
aspect of this question be discussed, even
privately.

That is the record, Mr, President.
Keep it dark. Do not bring it into the
limelight, because people should not
know. In the interest of national secu-
rity, they are not to be trusted with these
alleged secrets. I cannot help to recur
to the fact that certainly until 9:45
this morning I felt like a class B Senator.
Twenty-six Senators were entitled to
listen to the testimony, and seventy
Members of this body up to that time,
certainly under the resolution adopted
by the committee, were not entitled to
attend the hearings.

It is strange business. I understand
that one Member of this body said it
would be fatal—fatal, Mr. President—
to let the other Senators attend the
hearings.

By some strange spiritual alchemy all
that was changed this morning at 9:45.
At that time a modification was made.
Now, instead of only 26, all 96 Senators
can attend the hearings. It is a strange
business.

I am wondering why such a change of
heart took place. There has been much
political discussion on the other side
of the aisle today. Of course, it has
been implied or made to appear that our
viewpoint on the matter is a political
viewpoint. I wish to say—and I have
said it a thousand times in my State—
that I am a sort of reluctant Senator.
I did not wish to come back, after I had
walked out of this man’s town in 1949,
I was not too anxious to come back, Mr.
President. But this much I do know.
I have no political skin to protect. Iam
interested only in my God and in my
country. That isall. I will go as far as
anyone else in that field.

Mr. President, I think it is a tragic
thing when, ever so often, either unwit-
tingly or wittingly, the patriotism of
Members of this body is brought into
question. I certainly would not question
anyone’'s fidelity to his counfry, or pa-
triotism, because I cannot imagine that
anyone would reach the position of rep-
resentative of a great sovereign State
in the sisterhood of States unless he
had long before evidenced a sustained
and enduring fidelity to his country
which was beyond all question.

It has been said that everyone cannot
be admitted to the hearings. Of course,
that is true. Everyone cannot be ad-
mitted, any more than it is possible to
admit all the people who want to buy a
ticket to Oklahoma in one of the New
York theaters. It is possible to accomo-
date only as many people as the theater
will hold. The point is that the theater
is open. If a man will stay in line long
enough and take his chance, and per-
haps stay up all night and bring his
breakfast along, he may be able to get in.
It is the chance to get in, and hear what
is going on which is important, not
whether he actually gets in. I say to
my good friend from Kansas [Mr.
ScuoeppeL] that if the junior Senator
from Illinois keeps his position on the
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floor, he may not get over to the hear-
ings. I hope to be able to do so. It is
not important whether I get there; but
it is important that I have a chance to
get in when I get there, in open compe-
tition with all others who would like to
get in. That is the important thing.

With respect to open hearings, I affirm
and reaffirm that I do not want to say
to a father, who has a son in his family
about to go into uniform, “By legislative
fiat you cannot come in.” If limitation
of space prevents him from getting in,
or perhaps transportation, if he is off in
some far corner of the world, that is one
thing. At least the opportunity was
made available to him.

From time to time over the radio and
by means of other forms of communi-
cation we have admonished the Ameri-
can people that they must be willing to
endure sacrifices in a critical time. We
ask them to make sacrifices, but we keep
them in the dark. Some time ago when
the Secretary of the Treasury was in
Paris he was quoted as having said that
we must admonish our people to accept
a philosophy of austerity. That is all
very well. Our people are willing fo ac-
cept it. But let us say to them, “We
will mateh you in sacrifice. We will play
the game. We will be fair. We will let
the light shine in so that, as taxpayers,
as the fathers or mothers of sons who
may be called for military service, you
will know, within proper limits, what is
going on.” That is all I ask. That is
the reason why I am in favor of the reso-
lution. I abhor secrecy.

It may be asked, “Well, didn't you
serve on committees in the House a long
time ago, and didn’t you bar people from
hearings?” Certainly; but as a matter of
fact, if anyone had made the attempt,
I am confident he could have gotten into
many of the Appropriations Committee
hearings.

As I recall, when I was on the Joint
Committee on the Reorganization of the
Legislative Branch we fought that issue
out for many days. I for one certainly
would have gone along with the idea of
admitting people to hearings. There
was only one reason, after all, why any-
one and everyone was not welcome, It
was feared that if the general public
were admitted they would get an earfull,
and then come around the lobby mem-
bers of the Appropriations Committees
for increased appropriations, If that is
all the reason that can be cited, it is
as good as no reason at all, because a
man who serves on that committee and
is charged with some responsibility over
Government spending is expected to be
able to stand up against representations
of that kind. That is a rather hollow
and pretentious argument.

Mr. President, I desire to be counted
upon the side of the people in this argu-
ment, because there is nothing I can
see to fear. The men who will occupy
the witness chair have fine minds. They
know what security means, and their
answers will be such as to give no com-
fort or aid to the enemy. Let us treat
them as men who have as much interest
in the security of the country as has
anyone else, and particularly those who
are Members of this body.

4789

That is all I have to say on the sub-
ject, Mr. President.

Mr. KERR. Mr, President, I have
been much interested in the remarks of
Senators with reference to the pending
motion. I have been even more interest-
ed in the remarks of Senators with ref-
erence to a vast field of subjects beyond
the scope of the motion. I have been
much interested in statements from Sen-
ators which would seem to express the
opinion on their part that the hearings
now in progress before the Joint Armed
Services and Foreign Relations Commit-
tees of the Senate are being suppressed;
that the questions and answers are be-
ing skimmed off, and that the people are
being given only such information as
Members of the Senate, or those charged
with the responsibility of deleting that
which would be of benefit to the enemy,
might deem proper.

I am a little surprised at those state-
ments, which amount to accusations
against the good faith of the committees
now conducting these hearings. It has
been made crystal clear by those com-
mittees, acting through their chairmen
and on their own, that it is their pur-
pose to give to the American people, as
fast as it is mechanically possible to dis-
seminate it, every vestige of information
obtained in those hearings, save only
that which might be of aid and comfort
to the enemy.

I have been much interested in the
remarks by the distinguished Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY].

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. KERR. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I did not catch the
last statement, about aiding the enemy.
Will the Senator please repeat what he
said?

Mr. KERR. I ask the reporter to
read it to the Senator,

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator is not
accusing anyone on this side of the aisle
of giving aid to the enemy, is he?

Mr. KERR. I must say that if what
the Senator has heard, and the question
he has asked, together with the reading
of the statement of the Senator from
Oklahoma would excite his curiosity to
the extent that he would listen to the
remarks of the Senator from Oklahoma,
this little byplay might be of some
service.

Mr. WHERRY. I may say to the dis-
tinguished Senator from Oklahoma that
I always listen to his remarks. That is
the reason I wanted to be sure of what
he said.

Mr. KERR. The reporter is about to
read it.

Mr. WHERRY. If the Senator does
not want to repeat it, it is all right with
me.

Mr. KERR. The reporter is about to
read it; and if the Senator does not want
to listen to it, it is all right with me.

Mr. WHERRY. If the Senator does
not remember it, very well. I doubt if
he remembers very much that he says.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chalr
suggests that if the Senator desires to
have certain remarks read by the Re-
porter, the Chair will so direct.
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Mr. KERR. That is the desire of the
Senator from Oklahoma, Mr, President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Re-
porter will read the remarks referred to.

The Official Reporter (Gregor Mac-
pherson) read as follows:

I am a little surprised at those statements,
which amount to accusations against the
good faith of the committees now conducting
these hearings. It has been made crystal
clear by those committees, acting through
their chairmen and on their own, that it is
their purpose to give to the American people,
as fast as it is mechanically possible to dis-
seminate it, every vestige of information
obtained in those hearings, save only that
which might be of aid and comfort to the
enemy.

Mr. EERR. Mr. President, that illus-
trates what has been going on in this
debate. The Senator from Nebraska was
present in body. I do not know where
his mind was. Perhaps that was with
his thoughts, and they were far away.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. KEERR. Let me finish this very
eloquent dissertation.

Mr. WHERRY. I certainly was not
in Oklahoma, where the wind blows.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor from Oklahoma has not yielded.

Mr. KERR. But after returning, either
to complete consciousness of what was
going on, or to some semblance of it, he
seemed to have an intimation that some-
thing had been said here about aiding
and abetting the enemy. I would not say
that “the wicked flee when no man pur-
sueth.” I would not say that, Mr. Presi-
dent——

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. KERR. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. If the Senator is
charging me with aiding the enemy, I
am going to make a point of order. That
is what I want to know.

Mr. EERR. If and when I charge the
Senator with aiding and abetting the
enemy, I will invite him to make the
point of order.

Mr. WHERRY. I certainly will.
Senator will not have to invite me.

Mr. KERR. But until I do, it seems to
me that either the Senator from Ne-
braska is incapable of understanding, or
unwilling to understand, what the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma says.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. EERR. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator made
that charge about the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. FErcuson] earlier in the
day, or one similar to it. Believe me,
this is the last time the Senator is going
to make it when I am on the floor.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, I am going
to refer to that in a few moments, and
then I shall let the REcorp speak as to
what was said.

It is amazing to me, Mr, President,
that Senators make bald statements with
reference to events between which and
the actual record there is often little,
if any, factual connection, and then beat
their breasts in defense of accusations
which were not made, or in support of
contentions which have not been stated
and which could not be substantiated,

The
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I started to say, Mr. President, that
the Senator from Nebraska had made
the statement on the floor—and I want
him to listen, and, if I make an error,
I invite him to correct it—that he had
been present at much of the hearing this
morning and that he was certain that
nothing had been said there while he
was present which could possibly be of
any value to the enemy.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. KERR. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator is in-
correct. I never mentioned the words
“yalue to the enemy” or “aid to the
enemy.”

Mr. KERR. Will the Senator state
substantially what he did say, if he may
do so without my losing the floor?

Mr. WHERRY. Yes, sir; I remem-
ber what I said, and I will say to the
Senator from Oklahoma what it was. I
said I attended the hearing this morn-
ing for a comparatively short time, I
was not there at the beginning and I
had to leave at about 11:30; and I said
during the time I was present at the
hearing there was nothing General Mac-
Arthur said which could not have been
disclosed to the American people with-
out endangering the national security.
That may not represent the exact words,
but it is in substance what I said. I
said nothing about giving aid to the
enemy, nor did I make any remarks of
the kind the Senator uses so frequently.

Mr. KERR. I thank the Senator; but
I must say that when he referred to re-
marks which might endanger the na-
tional security, that seemed to the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma to have some rela-
tionship to words which would give aid
and comfort to the enemy. Certainly
they have a similar meaning in the mind
of the Senator from Oklahoma. In
order that there may be no doubt about
it I want to read what the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. Fercuson] said about
that.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. KERR. I yield. .

Mr. WHERRY. That is perfectly
agreeable to the Senator from Nebraska.
The Senator from Oklahoma can say
anything he wants to about what the
Senator from Michigan said. But the
Senator from Oklahoma is not contend-
ing for one moment, is he, that the Sen-
ator from Nebraska is giving aid to the
enemy?

Mr., EERR. Mr. President, I am not
going to say: “The wicked flee when no
man pursueth."”

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, I make
the point of order that the Senator from
Oklahoma is out of order, He is im-
pugning the good character and patriot-
ism of the junior Senator from Nebraska.
I make that point of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
has no power under the rules to pass on
that question.

Mr. WHERRY. I make the point of
order,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Nebraska makes the point of order
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that the Senator from Oklahoma is out
of order.

Mr. WHERRY. Yes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Oklahoma will take his seaf.

Mr. KERR took his seat.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. President, I move
that the Senator from Oklahoma may
be permitted to proceed in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on the motion of the Senator from
Delaware that the Senator from Okla-
homa be permitted to proceed in order.

The motion was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator
from Oklahoma will proceed in order.

Mr. KERR. Mr, President, as I said
a while ago, if and when the Senator
from Oklahoma should choose to impugn
the motives or the patriotism of the
Senator from Nebraska he will give the
Senator due notice and suggest that he
make the point of order.

I must say, Mr. President, that I know
of no one on this floor against whom I
would make such a charge. And among
the men on this floor there is none for
whose patriotism I have more respect
than I do for that of the Senator from
Nebraska. Strange as it may seem, Mr.
President, and one of the mysteries of
my brief experience in this body, I have
a great affection for the Senator from
Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. EERR. Yes, I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. That has been mu-
tual, has it not?

Mr. EERR. The Senator from Okla-
homa would like to answer that it is.

Mr. WHERRY. Go ahead and answer
in that way. That is perfectly all right
with me. I have no objection.

Mr. EERR. I have some feeling of
sadness that the Senator from Nebraska,
has made the statement in the past tense.

Mr. WHERRY. I will include the fu-
ture tense. I will include all the tenses.

Mr. KERR. I wonder if the Senator
from Nebraska will include the present
tense. .

Mr, WHERRY. Yes.

(Laughter in the galleries.)

Mr. KEERR. I thank the Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
admonishes the occupants of the gal-
leries that this is a “tense situation,”
and he asks them to preserve order.

Mr. EERR. The Senator from Okla=-
homa wants to reinforce the remark of
the Vice President, because when it gets
to the point where the Senator from
Nebraska repeatedly expresses fear of
the existence of something for which,
so far as the Senator from Oklahoma is
concerned, there has heen neither
thought nor contemplation nor the pos-
sibility of substance, then the Senator
from Oklahoma must say that it is be-
coming rather tense—but certainly not
on the part of the Senator from Okla-
homa.

The other day, after a little debate in
the Senate, the press, through some
quirk of journalistic or photographic
curiosity, asked the Senator from Okla-
homa if there were those on the other
side of the aisle with whom he would be

willing to have his picture made. The
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Senator from Oklahoma said there were
quite a number, but the number one
choice of the Senator from Oklahoma
would be his delightful and charming,
though occasionally misguided, friend,
the distinguished Senator from Ne-
braska. There has been no departure
from that attitude on the part of the
Senator from Oklahoma insofar as the
Senator from Nebraska is concerned.
Let me say to him that under no cir=
cumstances will the Senator from Okla-
homa cast any reflection upon his high
and noble patriotism which the Senator
" from Oklahoma not only acknowledges,
but happily confirms.

Now, if I may refer to what the Sena-
tor said, without creating any doubt, I
will proceed along the line at which I
had thought I had arrived when the
Senator made the point of order that
took the Senator from Oklahoma off his
feet.

Mr. President, the distinguished senior
Senator from Michigan earlier today
made this statement:

The Senator from Michigan does not know
what the committee has in mind bringing
out. The Senator from Michigan can only
say what he heard this morning. ' The Sena-
tor from Michigan will say at this moment
that he did not hear anything which he be-
lieves would affect the security of the United
States.

It is the opinion of the Senator from
Oklahoma that the distinguished Sena-
tor from Nebraska had made a state-
ment of somewhat similar import on this
floor. With reference to those two
statements, the Senator from Oklahoma
reminds the distinguished Senator from
Nebraska that the one charged with
making deletions from the testimony
given before the committees had a dif-
ferent viewpoint.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. EERR. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I did not charge any=
one in the committee with deleting any-
thing intentionally. When the distin-
guished Senator from Florida was talk-
ing about skimming off the cream, I said
to him, “It seems to me that if some
person is allowed to make public only
what he wants to have published, the
cream is skimmed off and all the facts
are not made available to the public.”
What the Senator from Oklahoma has
said certainly has no reference to my
statement because I have not charged
anyone with intentionally deleting any
evidence.

Mr. KERR. The Senator from Okla-
homa did not say so. He did not say
that the Senator from Nebraska said
that.

Mr. WHERRY. It certainly is pos-
sible of being interpreted in that way.
Furthermore, I was present at the com-
mittee hearing only a part of the time,
The distinguished Senator from Okla-
homa may be of the opinion that during
all the time the general testified he may
have made some remarks or some obser-
vations which the Senator from Okla-
homa feels it would not be in the interest
of national security to make public. I
want it clearly understood that I was
not present all the time, as was the
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Senator from Oklahoma, apparently, nor
was the Senator from Michigan. But
I reiterate that during the time I was
present there was not anything said by
the general which the people of America
should not know. It would be well if
they could know what he said, and it
would not violate national security for it
to be made public. That is my opinion.

Mr. FREAR. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. KERR. I should love to yield,
but wish to say one more word about the
remarks of the Senator from Nebraska.
‘What the Senator from Oklahoma was
saying was that the person charged with
the responsibility of deleting from the
record information which might be ad-
verse to the national security did not
agree with the statement of the Senator
from Michigan, nor did he agree with
the Senator from Nebraska. I under-
stand that a naval commander repre-
senting the Joint Chiefs at the hearing
is responsible for celeting from the testi-
mony, before it is made available for
publication, information which could be
of possible value to the enemy or could
be of probable damage to the national
security. The record shows that a num-
ber of deletions were made from the
answers of General MacArthur, in which
he discussed certain numerical elements
of strength and certain probabilities and
purposes and programs of our Govern-
ment and estimates regarding the Soviet
Government.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. EERR. I have promised to yield
to the Senator from Delaware.

Mr. WHERRY. Willthe Senator from
Oklahoma permit me to make a slight
correction of the Recorp at this time?

Mr. KLRR. Mr. President, at this
time I yield to the Senator from Dela-
ware.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. President, I should
like to ask the Senator from Oklahoma
if it is true that the information being
presented in the course of the hearing
before the committee in the caucus
room is available to the press and the
public within a very short time after the
statements are made in that room, with
the exception of matters which may be
deleted by a security agent. :

Mr. EERR. I thank the Senator for
the question. The answer is yes, the in-
formation is made available just as
guickly as it is mechanically possible to

o so.

I shall read to the distinguished
Senator from Nebraska a question which
was asked this morning of General Mac~
Arthur by the chairman of the commit-
tee, and General MacArthur's reply:

The CHAIRMAN. Did the Joint Chiefs ever
suggest in addition to the reconnaissance
that these bases be attacked?

General MacArTHUR. Not that I know of,
Benator; the only order I had was not to at-
tack.

The remainder of the answer General
MacArthur gave at that point was de-
leted, for security reasons.

Mr, President, I became interested in
this matter because I sat there during
the hearings. I must say that I am
aware of my lack of preparation to pass

4791

upon the question of just what informa-
tion might be of value to the enemy or
might be adverse to the national secu-
rity. However, even with that con-
sciousness, I was impressed a number of
times with the feeling that certain in-
formation contained in the answers
given by General MacArthur could not
help but be of value to the enemy,

In that regard, Mr. President, let me
say that I am advised that this morning
the United Press carried a story that
Tass, the Soviet news agency, has set
up a direct special telephone wire from
the United States Capitol to its down-
town office. I am advised that never be-
fore has that been true in the history of
our country. I do not claim to possess
sufficient wisdom or ability to be able
to analyze and know the reasons for
that action, but this question arises in
my mind: Is not it possible that Tass
thought that certain information which
might be available at the hearing would
be of such significance or of such value
that it should not even be permitted to
take the normal routine of transmission,
but that special facilities should be in-
stalled in order to transmit it—if the in-
formation were developed or if it were
obtainable—in the quickest manner pos-
sible?

Mr. President, I would not be a party
to keeping from the people of Oklahoma
or from the people of the Nation a scin-
tilla of information which is either of
interest to them or is desired by them,
unless I was convinced that for their
welfare and for the security of my coun-
try some part of the information should
be kept privileged to the military au-
thorities, who are charged with the re-
sponsibility of the national security.

Mr. President, I have been unable to
find myself impressed by the impas-
sioned pleas of some Members of the
Senate who have indicated that if they
are not successful in their purpose, the
people of the United States will be kept
in darkness. One of my distinguished
friends on the other side of the aisle
last evening asked me if I did not want
the people of Oklahoma to have this in-
formation. Mr. President, they are get-
ting it just as quickly as the radio, the
teletype, and the telegraph services can
take it to them; and for whatever this
information is worth, I am constrained
to mention the fact that in my opinion
they can read and can hear, and every
bit of the information with reference
to this hearing, aside from that which
could damage their security, is being
made available to them as quickly as it
is humanly and mechanically possible
to do so. The commitiee is charged with
that responsibility.

I must say that it was after the com-
mittee had seen letters from certain Re-
publican members of the committee, in
which some of the most secret docu-
ments having to do with our national
defense and our national security had
been requested, that the distinguished
chairman of the committee, the junior
Senator from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL],
placed those letters in the REcorn. It is
beyond my comprehension how men
could fail to know that the information
requested in those letters would be of the
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utmost value to the enemies of our coun-
try, and that its publication would be of
the greatest and severest damage to our
national security.

Mr. President, the distinguished gen-
eral who now is appearing before the
committee has declined to indicate a de-
sire that the hearings be made public,
and well he may. He has been given per-
mission by the Commander in Chief to
go wherever he wishes to go, in about as
convenient and, I may say, as luxurious
and as rapid a means of transportation
as is available on this earth. If the gen-
eral has a message for the American
people, every television station in the
country is available to him, every radio
station is available to him.

I must say that he has not hidden his
light under a bushel, he has manifested
no timidity of expression, no shyness in
speaking his views, his recommendations,
and his opinions. During such times as
he may have been incapacitated or fa-
tigued, I must say that he has had an
aide who has shown remarkable facility
and efficiency in issuing statements either
by or for the general. I doubt whether
the sun has set on a weekday since the
general was relieved of his command that
he has not spoken, and every word that
he has uttered, so far as I know, certainly
for publication, has been carried by every
means of communication available.
There has been neither an effort made,
nor has there been a lack of effort, to
encourage the general to speak his piece
and say his words and declare his mes-
sage around the world. I can under-
stand why he declined to request that
the hearings be made public.

Therefore, as I see it, the committee
has acted, and by its action it has said
that every bit of information brought
out in ifs hearings, except only that
which could possibly damage the na-
tional security, will be given instant and
complete publication. The general has
done that heretofore, and he has invited
any group across the Nation who wanted
him to appear before them to say so.
I understand he made a public statement
that he was available to go anywhere at
eny time his strength permitted and the
opportunity presented.

In view of the fact that he has de-
clined to indicate that he either wanted
or thought there ought to be an open
hearing, and in view of the fact that the
committee has acted and has taken the
position that the national security would
be best served by not having an open
meeting, and also that all the informa-
tion, aside from that jeopardizing the
national security, be made immediately
available, the question comes to the mind
of the Senator from Oklahoma. Why
the resoiution? By its terms, which I
must say present contradictions, it pro-
vides that “no matters, the publication
of which would be prejudicial to the
security of the United States, as deter-
mined by a majority of such committees,
iﬁ“gﬂ be considered in open, public hear-

s-"

The procedure being followed meets
both the letter and the spirit of the reso-
lution. That being true, the Senator
from Oklahoma asks, Why the resolu-
tion? I can see no reason for the reso-
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lution other than that, in the opinion of
some, it would serve someone else’s poli-
tical welfare. In that regard, I may say
that insofar as the political security of

those who favor the resolution and those -

who oppose it are concerned, and aside
from the evident damage which I think
it would do to the national security, I
should like to see it adopted and imple-
mented, and let those who favor it take
the responsibility for it. The people of
the United States of America are not
fooled by these gyrations of the Wherry-
go-round.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. KERR. Iyield to my good friend,
the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator can
surely trust the people, can he not?

Mr. KERR. Yes, thank God, I can.

Mr. WHERRY. Then why does the
Senator not wish to give them the facts?

Mr. KEERR. They are getting the
facts as fast as they can be gotten, and
the Senator from Nebraska knows it,

Mr. President, I now desire to address
myself briefly to the accusation made by
the Senator from Michigan against the
Senator from Oklahoma. The Senator
from Michigan, on the floor of the Sen-
ate, a little while ago, speaking of the
Senator from Oklahoma, said:

The Senator knows that what he says Is an
ahbsolute falsehood. He knows it. There is
no doubt about it. He accuses the Senator
from Michigan of wanting to give ald and
comfort to the enemy, Mr. President.

Mr. President, I submit that, from the
REcorp, that statement is not true.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. KERR. I yield to the Senator
from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. I know that the dis-
tinguished Senator from Oklahoma
wants to be fair. Why does he not insert
the first part of the colloquy?

Mr. KERR. I am going to.

Mr. WHERRY. Why does he not put
in the Recorp what he, himself, said?

Mr, KERR. Iam going to.

Mr. WHERRY. Why did the Senator
not do it before he began his references
to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr, EERR. Mr, President, the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma realizes that he is a
very junior Senator, and that probably,
of all the men on this floor, none is so
wise, none is so capable of presenting a
matter, as is the distinguished junior
Senator from Nebraska. But he should
not expect the Senator from Oklahoma,
in the brief time that he has been here,
to have developed the efficiency which
the Senator from Nebraska possesses in
that regard.

Mr., WHERRY. Will the Senator
yield?

Mr. EERR. In just a moment. The
Senator from Oklahoma wants to say
that he realizes that he often stumbles,
but he knows what he is trying to do,
and he wishes that he could feel that to
be equally true of others on the Senate
floor, and he assures the Senator from
Nebraska that he is going to do the very
best he can in this regard.

Mr, WHERRY. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield? 3
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Mr. EERR. He will even enroll in a
correspondence course, if the Senator
from Nebraska will—

Mr. WHERRY. If I will teach him?

Mr. KERR. If the Senator will offer
me such a course at a reasonable fee, on
the subject of how Senators should pre-
sent matters they are trying to submit
to the Senate.

Mr. WHERRY.
yield?

Mr, EERR. 1 yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I ask the Senator to
quit stumbling around; just put it all in
the Recorp. That is all I want. The
Senator knows how to do it. He is an
able lawyer, and he knows that many
times in the court room things which it
is desired the jury should know are put
in the record. That is only fair. The
Senator said he was going to put the
first part of the colloquy into the Recorp,
but up to the time the Senator from
Nebraska asked him to place it in the
REeccrp he certainly had not done so. I
think it is all right to quote what the
Senator from Michigan said. That is
the privilege of the Senator from Okla-
homa; it is within the province of any
Senator, But certainly if the Senator
from Oklahoma is going to quote what
the Senator from Michigan said, he
should also insert what brought about
the remark.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, as the
Senator from Oklahomsa said a while
ago, he intends to do that. He is in some
doubt as to whether the Senator from
Nebraska merely wants him to do that,
or whether the Senator from Nebraska
feels that by insinuation, questioning,
and repeating he might throw the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma off balance. I want
to say to him that so far as it is possible
I am going to be iike the boy who was
asking for a job. A farmer had gotten
a little behind with his work and adver-
tised for a boy to help him. A number
of bhoys came and applied for the job.
The farmer said, “I am going to tell you
boys a story. A while back I heard the
hens cackling at the henhouse, and I
figured that an owl had been getting
some of my chickens, and I went to see
if I could get the owl. I eased up as
quietly as I could to where the chickens
were, and I saw an cwl sitting up a little
above them, and I knew he was getting
ready to swoop down on the chickens.
I lifted my trusty old shotgun and fired.
Just as I did, lightning struck the barn
and set it afire. I rushed into the house
and called the fire department and
asked them to come out and help put
out the fire. The fire department came -
and neighbors came, and, after a long,
hard struggle, we got the fire under
control and held the damage down to as
small an amount &s was possible.”

The boys were listening with wide
eyes, and one of them said, “Did it burn
the chicken house down, too?”

The farmer replied, “Not all of it.”

Another boy asked, “Did the fire de-
partment get here first, or did the neigh-
bors get here first?”

The farmer replied, “The fire depart-
ment came first.”

There was a little freckle-faced kid
there who had not yet said a word.

Will the Senator
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Then he inquired, “Mister, did you kill
the owl?”

The farmer said, “Son, you are hired.
You have enough sense to keep your
Eind on the main business.” [Laugh-

r.]

That is what the Senator from Okla-
homa is trying to do. I must say he is
not interested in watering last year's
crop nor in the diversionary tactics of
the Senator from Nebraska, although
the Senator from Cklahoma does enjoy
them. But he wants to keep his mind
on the main business of this particular
moment, namely, the accusation by the
Senator from Michigan that the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma is a liar. He wants
to refer to the record upon which that
accusation was based:

Mr. Kerr. Mr, President, will the Senator
yield for a question?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yieId.

Mr. Kerr. The 8Senator has described
some tragic events where great effort was
evidently made to obtain some of the se-
cret information with reference to the se-
curity of this country.

Mr, President, there is nothing in
those words that accuses the Senator
from Michigan of wanting to give aid
and comfort to the enemy. Then the
Senator from Oklahoma said:

Is the Senator not aware that what he
here and now proposes would make it pos-
sible for the information to reach the enemy
without his having to go to so much trouble?

Mr. President, that is a question; that
is not an allegation. That is an inquiry;
that is not an accusation.

Then the Senator from Oklahoma
said:

I wonder if he is seeking to make it easier
for him?

Mr, President, I must say that as I
read the Recorp it consists, first, of a
statement that did not refer to the Sen-
ator from Michigan. Then it consists of
a question, and then it consists of the
expression of a doubt on the basis of
which the Senator from Michigan said:

The Senator knows that what he says is
an absolute falsehood. He knows it. There
is no doubt about it. He accuses the Sen-
ator from Michigan of wanting to give aid
and comfort to the enemy, Mr. President.

I then tried to interrupt him to correct
the impression, and the Senator said:
I will not yield, Mr. President.

I think I know why the Senator from
Michigan said what he did. I do not
think he wanted to answer the question
of the Senator from Oklahoma. I do not
think he wanted to meet the argument
of the Senator from Oklahoma. So he
took refuge, first, in an accusation which
every Senator knows is in violation of the
rules of the Senate, but in view of the
fact that the Senator from Oklahoma
hopes to live a while and remain in this
august body a while, and in view of the
fact that basing his judgment on what
he has seen he is convinced that there
will be many times when the Senator
from Michigan will have no answer to a
question or no argument to give and
will take refuge either in refusing to
yield or in saying something which dif-
fers from the real situation, the Senator
from Oklahoma saw no profit to be had
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indcallins the Senator from Michigan to
order.

Mr. President, in view of the fact that
the resolution under discussion could not
possibly be of service to the American
people, because they are getting every bit
of information they would get if the
resolution were adopted and carried out
in letter and in spirit; in view of the fact
that General MacArthur has the oppor-
tunity to say what he wants to say at
any time, at any place, and in any man-
ner, and in view of the fact that he him-
self declined to take the responsibility to
do that which the advocates of this reso-
lution seek to do, the Senator from Okla-
homa wonders why the resolution is
pressed.

Because of the fact that there seems
to be doubt in men’s minds as to what
the Senator from Oklahoma thinks the
reason is, I should like to explain. I do
not think there is a Senator on the floor
who would deliberately injure the wel-
fare of this country or give aid and com-
fort to an enemy of this country. The
Senator from Oklahoma gives every
Member of the Senate the same high re-
gard with reference to his patriotism as
his feelings are with reference to his
own, But the Senator from Oklahoma
does not have the same high opinion of
the judgment of some of the Members of
this body. In the minds of those who
would be fair there might be justifica-
tion for the conclusion by the Senator
from Oklahoma that he did not think
much of the judgment of the Senator
from Michigan. I spent some little time
last night, Mr. President, addressing my-
self to a remark by the Senator from
Michigan in which he said:

The Senator from Michigan does not know
what the Senator from Oklahoma thinks.

He went on to state that he did not
know whether the Senator from Okla-
homa was “even at this moment capable
of thinking.”

Then the Senator from Michigan
stated:

Judging from what the Senator is saying,
there is some doubt about that in the mind
of the Senator from Michigan,

Naturally, Mr. President, for a man
to make public issue of his belief that
the Senator from Oklahoma is incapable
of thinking would create some doubt in
the mind of the Senator from Oklahoma
as to the good judgment of the person
entertaining a feeling that would lead
him to make such a statement.

I remember also when the Senator
from Michigan made the positive state-
ment on the floor that during World
War II China had attacked and made
war upon Japan. I must say that that
did not improve my opinion of his judg-
ment. He made the statement, Mr.
President, that at that time Russia had
a treaty with Japan similar to the one
that Russia now has with China. In
view of the fact that there is no basis for
the statement, I must say that such posi-
tive allegation by the Senator from
Michigan caused me to have further
doubt as to the quality of his judgment.
The fact of the matter is that the agree-
ment he referred to was not what he
said it was, and was not entered until
1941, which was many years after the
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war between Japan and China had
started and had been going on, as a
result of Japan’s making aggressive war-
fare against China.

I submit that it is not unreason-
able, in view of such miscalculations or,
as the Senator from Michigan has de-
seribed them, situations in which he mis-
spoke himself under the heat of argu-
ment, that the Senator from Oklahoma
cannot develop too high an opinion of
the judgment of the Senator from Mich-
igan. The Senator from Oklahoma won-
ders just how much heat it takes to get
the Senator from Michigan in a state of
mind where he misspeaks himself.

It would seem, Mr. President, that a
man might not be safe on the floor of
the Senate if he disagreed with the Sen-
ator from Michigan and asked him a
question. I know that if he ever de-
veloped any self-confidence he might
really be the exception to the rule. But
while few generals get to be statesmen,
even fewer statesmen get to be generals.

The Senator from Oklahoma is of the
opinion that the entire record of the
Senator from Michigan is replete with
instances which justify lack of confi-
dence on the part of the Senator from
Oklahoma in the judgment of the Sen-
afor from Michigan. Some day I hope
to review the story of the Howard Hughes
inquiry. If and when I have the time
to water a few of last year’s crops, to
which so many of our distinguished col-
leagues on the other side have devoted
so much time, I will show wherein my
confidence in the judement of the senior
Senator from Michigan was weakened
even then.

At this point, Mr. President, I should
like again to make the REcorp clear
that all my remarks with reference to
the Senator from Michigan, aside from
the complimentary remarks which I
made with reference to the distinguished
Jjunior Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Moopy]l, have been spoken with refer-
ence to the senior Senator from Michi-
gan [Mr. FErGUsON].

Mr. President, I now suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

THE BOXCAR SHORTAGE

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator withhold his sug-
gesting the absence of a quorum so that
I may make a short statement?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Oklahoma yield to the
Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. KERR. Without losing the floor
and the opportuuity to suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum, I yield.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
withholds his suggestion of the absence
of a quorum.

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska. Mr. Presi-
dent, I have a clipping from today’s Wall
Street Journal entitled “Drastic Stezl
Quota Cut Looms for Rail Cars, Other
Transport—NPA May Slash July Allo-
cation 35%; Feels Program TUnduly
Draining Supply.” The story goes on to
state that the Defense Production Ad-
ministration was reported to have given
preliminary approval to a reduction of
35 percent—more than one-third—in the
quantity of steel to be allocated for
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freight car production beginning in
July.

Mr. President, any such reduction
would be ridiculous and short-sighted in
the extreme, in my judgment. Without
adequate rail transportation, it would be
absolutely impossible for this counfry
either to fight a var or rearm to prevent
one. The railroads are the backbone of
our transportaiion, and in fact, of our
entire economic system. This country
simply eannot function without an ade-
quate supply of boxcars.

The news story to which I have re-
ferred carries a hint that this reduction
in steel for boxcars is being pushed at
the instigation of those interested in
maintaining production of automobiles
at a higher level. If that is the reason,
it is certainly a foolish reason. There is
today an all-time record number of auto-
mobiles in use. On the other hand, the
number of boxcars has steadily de-
clined year by year. At the beginning of
this year, there were 20,000 fewer box-
cars suitable for grain than at the begin-
ning of 1949, 2 years previous.

As the able Senator from Kansas [Mr.
CarLsoN] reported yesterday, the criti-
cal shortage of boxcars in the grain area
has temporarily eased up, but we all
know it cannot last. We have barely
gotten the elevators in the Middle West
unblocked, now that a new harvest is
about to start. The wheat harvest in
Nebraska will start in just about a
month. Unless some prompt and efffec-
tive action is taken, it is absolutely cer-
tain that we shall be confronted with
another crisis this summer and fall dur-
ing the harvest season, with elevators
blocked and grain lying in the fields be-
cause there is no place to put it.

The only solution to the boxear situa-
tion is to construct more boxcars. That
will take steel and other material, but
there is no more essential industry in
this country.

Mr. President, a few weeks ago I sub-
mitted Senate Resolution 89, authoriz-
ing the Senate Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce to make a full
and complete study in order to make
sure that sufficient materials were avail-
able for the production of 120,000 rail-
road cars during the calendar year 1951,
or 10,000 a month. That is the abso-
Jute minimum that we need. In fact,
even that will not be nearly enough to
meet the critical situation we are facing.

Mr, President, I urge in the strongest
possible terms that the committee pro-
ceed with such an investigation. It is
becoming apparent that some of those
in the emergency agencies do not real-
ize the seriousness and importance of
the railroad problem, and I believe it is
time for Congress to take a hand.

I might add, Mr, President, that the
other problem on which action should
be taken promptly is an increase in the
per diem rate. Under present condi-
tions, a railroad which has cars con-
structed is likely to lose money on them
by being forced, in effect, to rent them
out to other railroads at the standard
per diem rate of $1.75 a day. So long
as the per diem rate is so low, it is not
surprising that there is a chronic short-
age of boxcars.
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I ask unanimous consent to insert in
the Recorp the clipping from the Wall
Street Journal.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as follows:

DrasTic SteEErL Quota CuTr Looms For Ram
Cars, OTHER TrRANSPORT—NFPA MAY SrasH
JurLy ArrocaTioN 35 PERCENT; FEELS Pro-
GRAM UNDULY DRAINING SUPPLY

(By Max Barnes)

WasHINGTON, May 2.—The Defense Produc-
tion Administration was reported today to
have given its tentative approval to a ruth-
less paring of July steel allocations for sev-
eral special programs, as exclusively revealed
in yesterday's Journal of Commerce.

The allocations are being prepared by the
National Production Authority.

The freight-car program, it was disclosed,
probably will be the hardest hit; it faces a
35 percent reduction from the 308,000 tons
of steel allocated for June.

OTHER FROGRAMS AFFECTED

Other big programs, including barges and
possibly other transportation items, also are
threatened with sharp reductions, according
to Informed officlals. The final decision,
however, has not yet been made.

Behind the threatened cuts is the growing
belief among Government planners that
special programs for defense and defense-
supporting industries are taking too big a
chunk of the Nation’s steel production.

While these programs theoretically will be
under the Controlled Materials plan start-
ing July 1, officials sald that specific July
allocations must be made in routine fashion
to assure deliveries. Later, when CMP starts
functioning, the CMP allocations will be
superimposed on these special program allo-
cations.

The sharp cutback for freight cars has
been under consideration for several weeks,
but supporters of the program were able to
malintain the 10,000-car allocation rate for
June.

If the reduction is approved, it will be on
the theory that the pinch according to some
officials, would be feit only in period of peak
transportation demands, such as for moving
the grain crops.

The April freight car production is esti-
mated at 8,200 cars and officials anticipated
that the May program will be higher with
the 10,000-car goal possible in June pro-
viding the steel already allocated is de-
livered on schedule.

Strong pressure for the reduction re-
portedly has come from automobile manu-
facturers who will be cut back to 70 percent
of their 1950 production rates starting in
July, Steel manufacturers also reportedly
would favor reductions in special program
requirements that would ease the pinch to
their longtime customers.

Meanwhile, the Pullman Standard Car
Manufacturing Co., one of the Nation’s
largest car builders, reported today that it
will build 2,667 new freight cars in April
for the highest production in 8 years. It
estimated that May production will be up,
possibly close to 3,000.

Champ Carry, chairman of the board, sald
in making the announcement that the April
production could not have been achieved
without the steel allocation program.

The total announced allocation to special
programs for June was just under 1.4 mil-
lion tons of processed steel, but officials ad-
mit that total programing runs above the
2 million-ton mark. The May allocation was
about 200,000 tons less.

Any cut in the freight-car program is sure
to touch off a wave of protest in Congress
as well as in the rallroad industry. Farm-
State Congressmen have been pointing out
the dangers of a serlous freight car shortage
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in the grain and cotton beits this year, and
have backed the 10,000-a-month car-build-
ing program.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, I yield the
floor.

OPEN HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEES
ON ARMED SERVICES AND FOREIGN RE-
LATIONS—RECESS

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
have a notation before me which I am
informed is correct. It comes over the
news ticker. It reads as follows:

Senators reported that the committees
agreed to suspend questioning of General
MacArthur at 6 p. m. today, with no ses-
sion Friday.

After some discussion. the general said he
could return some day next week.

I see no purpose in the Senate work-
ing through another night session, when
there will be plenty of time to do busi-
ness tomorrow. If we should call Sena-
tors back into the Chamber at this time,
it would only interrupt the work of the
hearing. Senators are in attendance at
the hearing, not here. So I make the
motion——

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
not the majority leader permit us to get
a vote on the motion tonight?

Mr. McFARLAND. In view of the an-
nouncement which I have read, I cannot
see that it would serve any purpose for
the Senate to have a second night ses-
sion. I have no objection to a vote this
afternoon, but I do object to remaining
in session for another night. That is
what insisting on a vote today would
mean.

Mr. WHERRY. Will the Senator yield
further?

Mr. McFARLAND, I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I do not want to in-
terrupt the distinguished majority lead-
er. I realize that, now that he has been
recognized, he can make a motion to re-
cess or to adjourn. However, I appeal to
the distinguished majority leader. I
am sure that the debate on the motion is
over, We have debated it for a couple of
days. If we could have a vote on this
issue we could decide it once and for all.
I appeal to the distinguished majority
leader to let us have a vote.

Mr, McCFARLAND. If it would ac-
complish anything, it would be differ-
ent; but I cannot see how we can ac-
complish anything by having a night
session.

So, Mr. President, I move that the
Senate stand in recess until 12 o'clock
noon tomorrow.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion
is not debatable.

Mr. WHERRY. I suggest the absence
of a quorum,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will call the roll.

The roll was called, and the following
Senators answered to their names;

Alken Dworshak Langer
Bennett Ellender McCarran
Brewster Frear McFarland
Butler, Md. Hayden Malone
Butler, Nebr. Hendrickson  Martin
Carlson Hill Millikin
Case Hoey Monroney
Clements Aolland Neely
Cordon Jumphrey Schoeppel
Dirksen Eerr Underwood
Douglas Kilgore Wherry
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
ELLENDER in the chair). A quorum is
not . present. The clerk will call the
names of the absent Senators.

The Chief Clerk called the names of
the absent Senators; and Mr. ANDERSON,
Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Mr. JoHNsTON of
South Carolina, M. Moopy, Mr. MuURr-
RAY, Mr. PasToRE and Mr. WILLIAMS an-
swered to their names when called.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo-
rum is not present.

Mr. McFARLAND. I move that the
Sergeant at Arms be directed to request
the attendance of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Sergeant at Arms will execute the order
of the Senate,.

After a little delay, Mr. HENNINGS, Mr.
MAYBANK, Mr. Ives, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr.
RoOBERTSON, Mr. O'MAHONEY, Mr. THYE,
Mr. Munpt, Mr. GILLETTE, and Mr. Mc-
CreELLAN entered the Chamber and an-
swered to their names.

After a further delay, Mr, BENTON, Mr,
BRICKER, Mr. Bripges, Mr. Byrp, Mr,
CalN, Mr. CownALLY, Mr. EcTon, Mr.
FuLBRIGHT, Mr. GREEN, Mr. JoHNSON of
Colorado, Mr, JounsoN of Texas, Mr,
KEFAUVER, Mr. KEm, Mr. KNOWLAND, Mr,
Lonce, Mr. Long, Mr. McCARTHY, Mr.
McKELLAR, Mr. McMaHON, Mr, MORSE,
Mr. Nixow, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. SALTON-
STALL, Mr. SMATHERS, Mrs. SMmITH of
Maine, Mr. SmitH of New Jersey, Mr,
SwmrtH of North Carolina, Mr. SPARKMAN,
Mr, WiLEy, and Mr, Younc entered the
Chamber and answered to their names,

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
present.

The question is on agreeing to the mo-
tion of the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
McFarLanp] that the Senate take a re-
cess until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and
the legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce
that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Cuavezl, the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. Eastranp]l, and the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. O'Conor] are absent on
official business.

The Senator from Georgia
George] is necessarily absent.

The Senator from Wpyoming [Mr.
Hunt] is absent by leave of the Senate
on official business for the Committee on
Armed Services.

The Senator from New York [Mr,
Lenaman] is absent by leave of the Senate
on official business, having been ap-
pointed a member of the United States
delegation to the World Health Organi-
zation, which will meet in Geneva, Swit-
zerland,

The Senator from Washington [Mr.
Macnuson] is absent by leave of the
Senate on official committee business.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce
that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Durrl, the Senator from Ohio [Mr,
Tarr], and the Senator from Utah [Mr.
WaTKINS] are necessarily absent. If
present, the previously listed Senators
would vote “nay.”

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. WELKER]
is ab-ent on official business. if present,
he would vete “nay.”

[Mr,
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The Senator from Indiana [Mr., CApE-
HART] is absent by leave of the Senate.
If present, he would vote “nay.”

The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Franpers], the Senator from Indiana
[Mr. JEnnER], and the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Tosey] are detained on
official business.

The result was announced—yeas 42,
nays 39, as follows:

YEAS—42
Anderson Hoey Maybank
Benton Holland Monroney
Byrd Humphrey Moody
Clements Johnson, Colo. Murray
Connally Johnson, Tex. Neely
Douglas Johnston, 8. C, O'Mahoney
Ellender Kefauver Pastore
Frear Kerr Robertson
Fulbright Kilgore Russell
Glllette Long Bmathers
Green McClellan Smith, N. C,
Hayden McFarland Sparkman
Hennings McKellar Btennis
Hil McMahon Underwood

NAYS—39
Alken Ecton Millikin
Bennett Ferguson Morse
Brewster Hendrickson Mundt
Bricker Hickenlooper Nixon
Bridges Ives Saltonstall
Butler, Md. Eem Schoeppel
Butler, Nebr. Knowland Smith, Maine
Cain Langer Smith, N. J.
Carlson Lodge Thye
Case MecCarran Wherry
Cordon McCarthy Wiley
Dirksen Malone - Williams
Dworshak Martin Young

NOT VOTING—15

Capehart George O'Conor
Chavez Hunt Taft
Duff Jenner Tobey
Eastland Lehman Watkins
Flanders Magnuson Welker

So the motion was agreed to; and (at
6 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the
Senate took a recess until tomorrow, Fri-
day, May 4, 1951, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate May 3 (legislative day of May 2),

1951:
IN THE ARMY

The following-named persons for appoint-
ment in the Regular Army of the United
States in the grades and corps specified,
under the provisions of Public Law 36, Eight-
feth Congress, as amended by Public Law 514,
Eighty-first Congress, and Public Law 625,
Eightieth Congress, subject to physical quali-
fication:

To be captains

Margaret K. Aldrich, ANC, N772113.

Elizabeth R. Perry, ANC, N797300.

To be first lieutenants

Dolores L. Evanson, WMSC, M2810.
Genevieve Lescsak, WMSC, M1125.

To be second lieutenants

Jean C. Altenburger, WAC, L1010260.
Clarissa L. Aping, WAC, L1010279.
Alice M. Barr, WAC, L1010258.

Eva M. Benson, WAC, L1010264.
Frances J. Biddle, WAC, L1010267.
Patricia L. Bouldin, WAC, L1010261.
Barbara J. Brown, WAC, L1010263.
Eva M. Burgess, WAC, L1010255.
Salona Butler, WAC, L1010278.
Helen R. Coplen, WAC, L1010273.
Vivian E. Davis, WAC, L1010276.
Irene 5. Ebel, WAC, L1010274.

Irene Evans, WAC, L1010256.

Pola L. Garrett, WAC, L.1010238.
Irene 8. Gulledge, WAC, 11010244,
Ruth Holland, WAC, L1010233.
Janet A. Jawelak, WAC, L1010237.
Shirley J. Justice, WAC, L1010250.

4795

Esther E, Lenox, WAC, L1010270,

Sonja G. Lunoe, WAC, L1010241.

Kitt M. MacMichael, WAC, L1010245,

Phyllis J. Morsman, WAC, L1010259.

Patricia J. Pomeroy, WAC, L1010272.

Dorothy Sherba, WAC, L1010275.

Jacquelyn R. Sollars, WAC, L1010257,

Barbara J. Wardell, WAC, L1010282.

Helen A, Way, WAC, L1010280.

Martha L. Weeks, WAC, 11010269,

Elizabeth A. Whitaker, WAC, L1010281,

Kathleen I. Wilkes, WAC, L1010234,

Sadie E. Yoshizakl, WAC, L1010236.

In THE Navy

Rear Adm. Robert M. Griffin, United States
Navy, when retired, to be placed on the re-
tired list with the rank of vice admiral.

Rear Adm. Alfred E. Montgomery, United
States Navy, when retired, to be placed on
the retired list with the rank of vice ad-
miral.

Rear Adm. Arthur C. Miles, United States
Navy, when retired, to be placed on the re-
tired list with the rank of vice admiral.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
THURsDAY, MaY 3, 1951

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Bras-
kamp, D. D. offered the following
prayer:

Most merciful and gracious God, who
art the source of our material and
spiritual blessings, grant that daily we
may be strengthened within in order
that we may cope victoriously with all
circumstances and conditions without
no matter how trying and difficult they
may be.

We thank Thee for the priceless prin-
ciples of our democracy, the authority of
conscience, the sovereignty of the people,
the equality of all men, and many others
which we have received as a glorious
heritage.

Make us more eager and able to retain
these principles and to safeguard them
against all enemies whether within or
%Wide the borders of our beloved coun-

May our chosen representatives and
all our citizens discharge their duties
intelligently and faithfully, fill us with
desires to widen the norizons of our sym-
pathy and understanding and deepen
within the heart of humanity, the spirit
of good will and brotherhood.

In Christ's name we pray. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
yesterday was read and approved.

GEN. MATTHEW RIDGWAY

Mr, SIKES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Florida? .

There was no objection.

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, one of the
greatest fighting men we have produced
in this age, a man who is filling the big-
gest single job in our Military Establish-
ment, is still wearing only three stars and
he is clearly doing a four-star job. Lt.
Gen. Matt Ridgway went to Korea, took
a beaten army, regrouped it, reforged its

‘fighting spirit, led it to triumphs which
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every American should be and is proud
of. Now he is supreme commander of
all our vital and far-flung Pacific enter-
prises. For either he deserves a higher
rank, that of full general. I sincerely
hope that rank will shortly be forthcom-
ing.
THE JENSEN AMENDMENT

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to address
the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gantleman from
Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Speaker, I am glad that the majority
leader is here today as he usually is, at
his post.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCorMACK],
the majority leader, accused the gentle-
man from Minnesota, now addressing the
House, of being in a disturbed frame of
mind. I believe a reading of the RECORD
this morning will show that it was the
gentleman from Massachusetts who was
disturbed and rightly so. On eight suc-
cessive roll calls the majority of the
Members of the House failed to follow
his leadership. In fact, the gentleman
from Massachusetts was so disturbed
that e repeated twice the allegation that
the gentleman from Minnesota had sug-
gested that bureaus inconvenienced by
the Jensen amendment should come to
the Appropriations Committee for a de-
ficiency.

Mr. Speaker, for the information of
the House, may I call attention to my
statement on page 4745 of yesterday's
REecorp, which reads as follows:

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Rhode
Island does not bring out the fact that if
any of these bureaus do find themselves in
difficulty this coming spring, they can come
before the Subcommittee on Appropriations
affected and state their case. We can then
put them under that particular class of
exemptions, if we so wish. I think we will
be very foolish if we do not adopt the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. JENSEN].

Mr. Speaker, we will, as the gentleman
from Massachusetts suggested yesterday,
let the Members draw their own inter-
pretations.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the
very fact that the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN] makes
the remarks he does today shows that
the statement I made yesterday that he
was- disturbed is correct. I will quote
just what the gentleman said:

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Rhode
Island does not hring out the fact that if
any of these bureaus do find themselves in
difficulty this coming spring, they can come
before the Subcommittee on Appropriations
affected and state their case.

Well, what are they coming before
them for except for a deficiency appro-
priation? We all know that they can-
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not come before a subcommittee of the
Committee on Appropriations unless they
are seeking a deficiency appropriation.
There is only one construction that can
be placed upon that language, and that
is that they could nct come before the
Subcommittee on Appropriations unless
it was in connection with a deficiency
appropriation. ;

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

Mr. of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
we hear a great deal from our good friend
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Rankin] about the importance of TVA
and how the power generated does
not cost anybody anything. If you will
turn to page 34 of the independent offices
appropriation bill, which we will soon
consider, in regard to the Tennessee Val-
ley Authority, you will find that this
uncalled-for monstrosity costs every tax-
payer in the United States plenty to
operate. Each year the Federal Govern-
ment appropriates a few hundreds of
millions of dollars for replacement, re-
pair, operation of aireraft, and so forth,
for this most inefficient and socialistic
agency—the deficit in this bill for this
year alone being $236,139,600, which the
Government must borrow in order to
keep this spendthrift organization in
operation. For efficiency and economy,
it should be turned over to private enter-
prise to operate.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield, we are taking care
of ourselves in the Tennessee Valley, but
the rest of the people are being shut out
from these public power projects, as I
showed on yesterday. They are all en-
titled to the benefits of the cheap elec-
tricity produced at these Government
dams on our navigable streams.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Illinois has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
in the spirit of peace and harmony, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Recorp and include
therein a very important announcement
by a little Quaker college in Ohio, Wil-
mington College, for the promotion of a
plan that college education may be put
within the reach of all.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I do so for the purpose of informing the
gentleman——

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand
the regular order.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi
is clearly out of order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is:
Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BrRowN]1?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Speaker, I am reserving the right to
object.
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The SPEAKER. The regular order
has been demanded, therefore the gen-
tleman cannot proceed under a reser-
vation of objection.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of
objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

BRITISH DISLOYALTY

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection;

Mr, BENDER. Mr, Speaker, it is high
time that Great Britain stopped playing
games with us. It is incredible that the
British Government would permit the
sale of 40,400 tons of rubber to Russia
since the beginning of the war. But it is
absolutely fantastic that the British
would sell 120,000 tons of the same rub-
ber to Communist China. This is a time
when soldiers of the British Common-
wealth in the forces of the United Nations
are fighting Communist Chinese along-
side of us.

We have always been loyal to our
friends, but loyalty is a two-way street
and the British have clearly been disloyal
to us. They have been giving lip service
to the United Nations’ decision to fisht
in Korea, but they are working both sides
of the street. For the sake of Britich
trade in Hong Kong, the Labor Govern-
ment is playing the shabbiest kind of
immoral dishonesty and incredible poli-
tics. If anything should bring the Labor
Party to defeat, this shocking demon-
stration of duplicity is it.

VETERANS' HOSPITALS

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr.,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and revise
and extend my remarks,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to

the request of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, in the extension of my remarks
which I am placing in the Appendix of
the Recorp, I am going to include cer-
tain material and data regarding the
problem of veterans in the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration hospitals. I think the
Members will admit that there is a short-
age of beds, particularly in the NP and
TB hospitals. The Army and Navy and
National Defense have requested of the
Veterans’ Administration beds for men
still in service who have NP and TB
disabilities. The overcrowding in those
hospitals is extremely dangerous. There
will be a great many accidents and the
men are not getting the proper care due
to shortage of personnel.

Also, there must be a military status
of the doctors in the veterans’ hospi-
tals, otherwise you will have practically
no doctors and nurses to take care of the
patients, for many already have been
drafted for the armed services. It was
necessary in World War II to do this.
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AID TO INDIA

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Geor-
gia?

There was no objection,

Mr. COX. Mr, Speaker, I have taken
the floor simply to warn the membership
of this body not to be caught in the trap
that the so-called India wheat bill has set
for them. This bill is simply a soften-
ing-up process, It simply makes way
for other countries that are coming for
a hand-out. The advocates of a further,
or new ECA thought it best to bring this
bill up because of the so-called humani-
tarian element involved. A vote for this
bill will be a vote of confidence in Dean
Acheson, and it will be committing us to
another little ECA that will be known
as the Javits plan, as the gentleman
from New York [Mr, Javits] has been
doing the thinking and the planning for
the group interested in bringing into ex-
istence this additional little ECA, that
will in the total call for approximately
$7,000,000,000,

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST MEN IN
UNIFORM

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Speaker, a few days ago I received the
shock of my life when I learned that
certain railroads are discriminating
against our boys in uniform. I quote
from a letter I received from the mother
of a GI:

Last week my son, a member of the United
States Air Force, was coming home on leave
before reporting to a port of embarkation
base. He was traveling from Chicago io
Binghamton. When he and several otber
members of the Armed Forces started to enter
the club car, they were told by the conductor
that the car was only for Pullman passengers.
Do you know if this is a standard policy of
all railroads?

How I wish my son and all other sons of
mothers the world over could be turned back
from battle zones because they are not Pull-
man passengers.

Such discrimination is an outrage. A
GI should be able to move freely from car
to car on any train just like any other
citizen. Is this the practice going on all
over the country, on our railroads or in
other public places? I mean to find out.
This form of discrimination against our
gallant fighting men had better be
stopped before it is too late.

All the more reason why Congress
should wake up and pass the Hall free
furlough bill now languishing in the
hands of a House committee, While rail-
roads discriminate against servicemen
who are lucky enough to dig up the
money to travel second class, thousands
of GIs now dog the dusty, dreary high-
ways of our Nation on their long journeys
home during furlough.

I might add, the boys tell me it is in-
creasingly difficult for them to thumb
and bum their way home. Does not our
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country’s uniform mean as much to the
civilian as it did before? Let us stop this
discrimination against our servicemen.
If Dean Acheson can ride in a limousine,
if the General Staff members ride in Cad-
illacs and Lincolns, if our generals in the
East ride in rickshaws carried by Chinese
coolies, why draw the line on our GI's?
Let us approve the Hall furlough bill, is-
sue free passes to soldiers who want to
visit their homes and forget there was
anything like barring men in uniform
from eclub cars or anywhere else in the
good old United States of America,

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. O'TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not present.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

[Roll No. 47]
Anderson, Calif. Gregory Murray, Tenn
Barrett Halleck Murray, Wis.
Bramblett Havenner Passman
Brooks Hays, Ark. Patman
Buckley Hébert Powell
Burton Hinshaw Price
Byrne, N. Y. Holifield Rains
Case Irving Redden
Chatham Jarman Ribicoft
Cole, N. Y. Jenison Rivers
Cooley Kearney Scott, Hardie
Curtis, Mo. Kee Shafer
Dawson Eersten, Wis. Stockman
DeGraffenried Klein Vail
Dingell Mansfield Vinson
Evins Miller, N. Y. Watts
Fallon Morrison Whitaker
Gillette Moulder Widnall
Gore Murdock Woodruff
Gossett Murphy

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 374
Members have answered to their names,
a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with,

VERMONT AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I call up
the conference report on the bill (S. 271)
to authorize the transfer to the Vermont
Agricultural College of certain lands in
Addison County, Vt., for agricultural
purposes, and ask unanimous consent
that the statement of the managers on
the part of the House be read in lieu of
the report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement.

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

ConNFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. No. 401)

The committee of conference on the dis~
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the House to the bill (8. 271)
to authorize the transfer to the Vermont
Agricultural College of certain lands in
Addison County, Vermont, for agricultural
purposes, having met, after full and free con-
ference, have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to thelr respective Houses as
follows:

‘That the Senate recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the House and

sgree to the same with sn amendment as
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follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be
inserted by the House amendment insert the
following: “That the Secretary of Agriculture
is authorized and directed to transfer and
convey to the Vermont Agricultural College,
a Btate-owned corporation, upon acceptance
by sald agricultural college, without cost,
the real property comprising nine hundred
forty-two and forty-two one-hundredths
acres, more or less, of the United States Mor-
gan Horse Farm located in Addison County,
town of Weybridge, Vermont, and such of the
personal property of this station as may be
agreed upon, in writing, by the Secretary of
Agriculture and the dean of the Vermont
Agricultural College. siuch real and per-
sonal property and research records shall be
transferred upon the express condition that
they shall be used by the Vermont Agricul-
tural College for the benefit of agriculture
for such period as may be agreed upon by
the Secretary and the sald college at the
time of transfer.

“The authority herein contained shall ex-
pire on June 30, 1951, unless, prior to such
expiration date, the dean of the Vermont
Agricultural College shall have notified the
Becretary of Agriculture of the acceptance
of the lands and other property of the sta-
tion under the terms of this Act.”

And the House agree to the same,

HaroLp D. COOLEY,

W. R. PoaGe,

GEORGE GRANT,

CrLiFForRD R. HOFE,

Avc. H. ANDRESEN,
Managers on the Part of the House.

ALLEN J. ELLENDER,

CryDE R. HoEY,

Ouiy D. JOHNSTON,

GEORGE D. AIKEN,

Mmnton R. YOUNG,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House
at the conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendment of the
House to the bill (8. 271) relating to the
transfer to the Vermont Agricultural College
of certain lands in Addison County, Vt., for
agricultural purposes submit the following
statement in explanation of the effect of the
action agreed upon by the conferees and
recommended in the accompanying confer-
ence report.

The House amendment struck out all after
the enacting clause of the Senate bill and
inserted an amendment in lieu thereof. The
committee of conference has agreed to rec-
ommend that the Senate recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the House
with an amendment which is a substitute for
both the Senate bill and the House amend-
ment.

The provisions of the conference substitute
are the same as the provisions adopted by
the House, except as explained below:

The measure as it passed the House would
have required the deed of conveyance to
contain a provision reserving any minerals
that might be found to exist, including the
right to enter, remove, and extract same, and
a provision which would cause the title to
the lands to revert to the United States if the
property was put to any use other than for
the benefit of agriculture.

These provisions have been eliminated in
the conference substitute. The conference
substitute, however, provides that the real
and personal property and research records
are to be transferred upon the express con-
dition that they shall be used by the Ver-
mont Agricultural College for the benefit of
agriculture, for such period as may be agreed
upon by the Secretary and the sald college
at the time of the transfer. This language
will give the Secretary of Agriculture some-
what broader authority and will provide
greater flexibility in the neg-tiations that
must be conducted between the Secretary of
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Agriculture and officlals of the Vermont Ag-
ricultural College in connection with the
transfer of the properties. It is the belief
of the committee that the language of the
conference substitute is ample to enable the
Eecretary of Agriculture to carry out the in«
tent of the Congress and to protect fully the
interests of the United States.

HaroLp D. CoOLEY,

W. R. PoAGE,

GEORGE GRANT,

CrirForp R. HoPE,

Avg. H. ANDRESEN,

Managers on the Part of the House,

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question or the conference
report.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the conference report.

The conference report was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1952

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up
the resolution (H. Res. 220) providing for
the waiving of points of order against
H. R. 3880, a bill making appropriations
for the Executive Office and sundry in-
dependent executive bureaus, boards,
commissions, corporations, agencies, and
offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1952, and for other purposes, and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

Resolved, That during the consideration of
the bill (H. R. 3880) making appropriations
for the Executive Office and sundry inde-
pendent executive bureaus, boards, commis-
slons, corporations, agencles, and offices, for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for
other purposes, all points of order against
sald bill or any provision contained in said
bill are hereby waived.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, later of
course, as usual, I shall yield 30 minutes
to my colleague, the gentleman from my
State [Mr. ALLEN].

Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules I am presenting this
rule, House Resolution 220. Personally,
I am opposed to this rule which provides
for the waiver of points of order against
legislation which has been inserted in
this appropriation bill by the Committee
on Appropriations. This rule is unneces-
sary as far as consideration of the hill
itself is concerned. The committee has
already agreed on 4 hours of general de-
bate. This resolution, if adopted, will
protect those sections which materially
alter general legislation already adopted
by the Congress which, under the rules
of this House, are the direct responsi-
bility of several of the important stand-
ing committees of the House.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. SABATH. 1 yield.

Mr. RANKIN. Does this rule waive
points of order against amendments?

Mr. SABATH. It waives points of
order on the 12 or 14 items of general
legislation that are in the bill.

Mr. RANKIN. I mean amendments
offered from the floor.

The SPEAKER. The Chair can an-
swer that question; the answer is “No"
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Mr. SA3ATH., Thirty years ago, as
some of you will recall, the legislative
committees also had the power to appro-
priate. This power was taken away from
them and made the sole jurisdiction of
the great Committee on Appropriations.
Now the Committee on Appropriations
comes in and insists on usurping the pre-
rogatives of legislative committees.

The tendency in recent years has been
to increase the amount of general legis-
lation in appropriation bills. If this
door continues to be widened we can say
goodbye to the legislative committees
and turn over all legislation to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. This is very
bad practice. I have always opposed it.
As an old Member, one who has been
here for many years, who has stood for
orderly procedure and tried to protect
and defend the rights of the member-
ship, I feel this rule should not be
adopted. You Members with years of
service on important legislative commit-
tees, as well as you younger Members
who have assumed responsibilities on
these committees, have a vital concern
in what transpires here today. By vot-
ing to adopt this rule you are abrogating
the prestige, the power, the responsibili-
ty embodied in the committee on which
you serve. I feel certain that if you
fully realize the import of this resolu-
tion, you will vote “no” and thereby pro-
tect your own committee. A vote to de-
feat the motion on the previous ques-
tion is only a vote against this usurpa-
tion of power by the Committee on Ap-
propriations. It is not a vote against
the appropriation bill itself.

Under the pretense of economy or re-
ducing certain appropriations the gen-
tlemen who will speak for the rule will
undoubtedly employ their worn-out ar-
gument that their motives are in the in-
terest of the taxpayer—that great econ-
omies will result from the reduction in
certain appropriations—but, unfortu-
nately, this will not be borne out by their
votes on the real economy bills which
come before this House. Some day I
shall call attenticn to their votes on leg-
islation that will place these gentlemen
in a rather embarrassing position. They
talk about saving thousands in this
measure, but when it comes to legislation
that means millions upon millions to
their friends in big business they are
strangely silent with their economy
pleas; they go right down the line for
them.

Here are some of the important
changes in existing law contained in this
appropriation bill which this rule pro-
poses to protect:

On page 24, lines 17 to 19: This provi-
sion suspends the advance-planning pro-
gram of the Housing and Home Finance
Agency under Public Law 352, which au-
thorizes $100,000,000 for this program.
This proviso limits the total advances
for the program from its inception to
$27,000,000. This will seriously cripple
the housing program at a time when our
defense effort creates a greater demand
than ever for housing for defense
workers.

Page 25, line 17 through line 7, page
26: The limitations embodied in these
paragraphs constitute a change in exist=-
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ing law. The Housing Act now provides
for 135,000 dwelling units each year to
1954. This proviso limits it to 50,000 units
in any 1 year.

Page 30, lines 2 to 6: This proviso vir-
tually suspends section 507 of the Hous-
ing Act, which provides administrative
funds for the National Capital Housing
Authority. The committee allowed $32,-
800 for maintenance and operation of
properties under title I of the act. Pres-
ent law permits the National Capital
Housing Authority to use funds derived
from leases, sales, and so forth, under
gtle I for this purpose without limita-

on.

Page 53, lines 14 to 16: This section
amends title ITI of the National Housing
Act by limiting authorizations for ad-
ministrative expenses for the Federal
National Mortgage Association. It cuts
the present authorization for adminis-
trative purposes by $540,000.

Page 54, lines 3 to 8: This provision
reseinds the authorization of funds for
prefabricated housing loans. In effect,
it terminates the program authorized by
section 102 of the Housing Act of 1948.

Page 55, lines 16 to 19: These lines
constifute a change in existing law.
They amend the Home Loan Act by in-
serting a limitation of $1,664,000 for non-
administrative expenses of the Examin-
er's Division of the Home Loan Bank
Board.

Page 57, lines 11 to 14: This section
amends the National Housing Act by
cutting authorizations for nonadminis-
trative expenses to $22,320,000.

Page 58, lines 13 to 16: These words
change section 303 of the Lanham Act,
by limiting authorizations for nonadmin-
is‘rative expenses to $33,000,000.

All of the above involve serious in-
fringement on the responsibilities and
duties of the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

The following two provisions infringe
on the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Merchant Marine and Fisheries:

Page 45, lines 12 and 18: This limits the
number of voyages to be made by sub-
sidized ships flying the American flag,
now in operation and/or hereafter con-
tracted for. This is certain to interfere
with the proper development and expan-
sion of our American merchant marine;
it plays right into the hands of the for-
eign-registry shipowners, many of whom
are American citizens or large corpora-
tions.

Page 46, lines 9 to 12: This proviso
limits the administrative expenses under
our ship-construction program to 5 per-
clent of the total cost of such construc-
tion.

There are a number of other provi-
sions of general legislation which I have
not touched on which trespass on the
jurisdiction of other important legisla-
tive committees. Chairman HarT, of the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries Commit-
tee; Chairman Spence, of the Banking
and Currency Committee; and several
other chairmen of legislative committees
will undoubtedly give you more detailed
information concerning the encroach-
ment upon their respective committees
if this rule is adopted.

No single appropriation bill in my
memory has endeavored to legislate in
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so many instances. Again I repeat, this
is entirely contrary tc the rules of the
House. It is a highly dangerous practice
to permit the Committee on Appropria-
tions to legislate in appropriation bills.
This rule should be defeated.

Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that
I have so many requests for time I shall
ask permission to revise and extend my
remarks and now yield 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ALLEN],

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may use.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Illinois is recognized for so much of
30 minutes as he may use.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
as our distinguished chairman has said,
this rule waives points of order.

Since I have been on the Rules Com-
mittee I venture to say that sometime
or other every chairman of a standing
committee of this House has come be-
fore the Committee on Rules and asked
that points of order be waived on certain
legislation sponsored by their respective
committee.

The reason my friend from Chicago
[Mr. SasaTH] is opposed to this rule is
because the main object is to save the
taxpayers some money. To some Mem-
bers this appears to be a crime. The
reason the Appropriations Committee
came before the Rules Committee ask-
ing for a rule waiving points of order
was because they want to'save the Ameri-
can taxpayers from one and a half to
two billion dollars and that committee
knew if it did not make the request for
a rule waiving points of order against
certain language that constitutes legis-
lation on an appropriation hill, the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency would
continue to demand 25,000 housing units
costing $9,000 each or a total of $225,-
000,000 in order to subsidize low-cost
housing at a time when we are probably
in the greatest emergency since the
War Between the States. It may be
even greater. The object of the rule
is to defer the building of these sub-
sidized housing units and save a total
of $225,000,000.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I yield to the
gentleman from Kentucky. .

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the
gentleman if it is not the sole purpose of
this rule to usurp the functions of the
other standing committees of the House
by legislating on an appropriation bill?

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I would say
definitely not. The sole object is to save
taxpayers' money at a time when we are
taxing the people $55,000,000,000 and, in
fact, the Congress is now trying to bleed
ten or twelve billion dollars more out of
them. So I will say to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. THOMAS] chairman of
the subcommittee and to the members
of the Appropriations Committee that
they have my congratulations for bring-
ing this bill before the House in this
manner. Never in all history is it as
important to practice economy.

Another group particularly interested
in this bill and against waiving points of
order is the Maritime Commission. We
all know that after the last war our
Government, after having paid a million
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and a half dollars each for thousands of
ships, sold approximately one thousand
of these ships to American citizens for
about one-third of what they cost; in
other words about $500,000 apiece. The
Government feels now that it might be
necessary in the present emergency to
charter these ships. Those boats which
were sold for $500,000 are now worth ap-
proximately two and a half million dol-
lars. The present bill provides that in
the event the Government charters
these same ships and they are sunk that
the Government will pay the owner the
amount the Government received for
them plus the cost of improvement
minus the cost of any depreciation. The
owners feel that they should receive the
present valuation which is at least four
or five times more than they paid the
Government. Could anything be more
mercenary?

Mr. COX. And
that are made.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Another rea-
son why the Maritime Commission and
the ones who have purchased these boats
are objecting to this rule waiving points
of order is because it has placed a limita-
tion .on subsidies. As you know, the
Government is subsidizing these boats
that cost the Government one and a half
million dollars, later sold to American
citizens for a half million dollars, for a
certain number of voyages. This limits
the subsidized voyages to 1,450. These
same ship owners desire that all voy-
ages be subsidized although shipping is
enjoying one of its greatest prosperities
in history with corresponding high
profits. This bill provides $20,000,000
for subsidies. I can understand that
because our seamen receive higher wages,
because it costs more for their mainte-
nance than the seamen of foreign coun-
tries than occasionally in the present
emergency that it might be necessary
to charter one of the ships for a voyage
which would necessarily have to make
the run at a loss. The 1,450 subsidized
voyages allowed in this bill will take
care of these emergencies. The Appro-
priations Committee, in my opinion,
should receive the congratulations of
the Members of this House for bringing
in a bill designed to save the taxpayers
some one and a half billion dollars.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr ALLEN of Illinois. I yield to the
gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. COX. I understand that the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. THomas! will
take the floor in a few minutes and if
the Members will listen to what the
gentleman has to say they will find com-
plete justification for the action of the
Rules Committee in bringing this entire
question in here in order that the House
might have the opportunity of passing
upon the identical question the gentle-
man has been discussing. In other
words, the House is deprived of nothing.
These committees that are complaining
have been deprived of no rights. Their
views may be stressed here with amend-
ments that they have the privileze of
offering to the bill. The Rules Com-
mittee, in the interest of giving the
House an opportunity to effect economy,
saw fit to report this rule and they will
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find justification for that action in the
statement that the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. THomas] will make very
shortly.

Mr. ALT'EN of Illinois., I thank the
gentleman for his always sound remarks.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I yield to the
gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. Bills from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations are privileged,
are they not?

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. RANKIN. So if you were to vote
down this rule the committee could still
call the bill up under the rules of the
House; is that not correct?

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. RANKIN. The rule is merely de-
signed to waive points of order.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I will say to
the gentleman that the will of the ma-
jority will decide this issue. When we
vote on the previous question the will of
the majority is not denied one thing
under this rule. If the majority do not
want this rule, then, of course, it will be
turned down. So, I say the Committee
on Rules has not denied the majority
membership of this House the right of
final determination, because they will
have the opportunity of voting the rule
up or down,

Mr. COX. Mr, Speaker, if the gentle-
man will yield further, there has not
been an important committee of this
House that has not been before the
Committee on Rules asking for the waiv-
ing of points of order on their bills.
The Committee on Appropriations came
there and in the judement of the Com-
mittee on Rules made a good case, and
the committee reported the bill and or-
dered to give the House the opportunity
to now pass upon the important ques-
tions that are dealt with in the bill.

Mr. RANKIN. And that is all that is
dealt with?

Mr. COX. That is all.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. In conclusion
I want to say this: Yesterday the House
did a great job in regard to cutting down
nondefense expenditures. I have re-
peatedly stated we should also more care-
fully serutinize actual military expendi-
tures. Frankly, I think the House can
do an even greater job when we come to
reading this bill for amendment and
that they can cut down this bill many
millions of dollars. I refer especially to
the TVA, which I have previously men-
tioned today. This Congress has a great
responsibility. Our chief one is to keep
the Nation solvent. In my opinion we
cannot do so unless we cut every appro-
priation to the bone and in addition
completely eliminate the scores of gov-
ernmental agencies now in existence
which are not needed and which in no
way benefit our people—that is, with the
exception of those who are on the tax-
payers’ payroll.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentlerian from Texas,
[Mr. THOMAS].

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, if permitted
to do so, I would like to yield to the
gentleman the 5 minutes reserved for
me.
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The SPEAKER. If the gentleman
from Georgia relinquishes his time, then
it reverts to the gentleman from Texas.
Does the gentleman from Illinois yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas?

Mr. SABATH. I promised the gentle-
man from Georgia 5 minutes, and if he
desires to do that, it is all right with
me.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Illinois yields 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Texas.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Speaker, let me
thank the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
SasatH] for his generosity, and the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Cox] also.

I do not think there is much room
for any heat here. I cannot quibble
with my friend, the gentleman from Il-
linois [Mr. SaBaTH]; we all admire and
love him too much to do that. Funda-
mentally he is right that the Committee
on Appropriations ought not to do any
legislating, and as a general rule we do
not, and the only reason we are here
today is purely on account of an emer-
gencr, wartime condition, and if that
condition did not prevail we would not
be here asking you to waive points of
order. I hope and pray that you will
waive these points of order because this
language that we are asking you fo
waive points of order upon is worth a
bare minimum to the taxpayers of this
country $750,000,000 over and above the
reductions already made in the bill, and
I will give the details to you word for
word if you will give me the time. That
is a very conservative estimate. I can
ran much greater than $750,000,000.

We do not like to be placed in the at-
titude of encroaching so to speak, on
the jurisdiction of the great Committee
on Banking and Currency on the hous-
ing unit item here. We all respect that
great committee and its great chairman.
They are fine, patriotic men, and they
have done a splendid job.

This is what we have done. You
passed a bill in 1949 calling for the con-
struction of 810,000 publicly subsidized
low-cost housing units, at an individual
cost of about $9,000. The President re-
duced it for this year to 75,000 units,
All you could start was 75,000 units, on
account of the war, the scarcity of ma-
terial, the scarcity of manpower, and
to hold down inflation.

The committee, after thinking it over,
decided that fisure should be reduced
to 50,000 for the fiscal year 1952; for
the same reasons: to hold down inflation,
and because of the scarcity of materials
and manpower, steel bathtubs and cook-
stoves.

Why does the Commitiee on Banking
and Currency now come here and say
we are trespassing on the jurisdiction of
their great committee? Because that
committee did what? It legislated au-
thority to the Housing Agency ‘o issue
notes and other obligations in an amount
not to exceed $1,500,000,000. You did
not appropriate it, You do not get to
pass on it, and your servant, the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, does not get
a chance to pass on it. That great
legislative committee, whom I admire,
wrote into the bill that you go to the
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Treasury, not to this House, you go di-
rect to the Treasury for $1,500,000,000.

Is that all? No. The Banking and
Currency Committee also said that when
you build these 810,000 units the tax-
payers of the United States shall pay
each year in the form of a subsidy what
amount of money? $308,000,000. We
have no discretion in that appropria-
tion. You do not actually get a chance
to decide on the amount and neither
does your Committee on Appropriations
because the amount required automati-
cally becomes an obligation of the Gov-
ernment. That great committee in ef-
fect legislated and appropriated all at
one time, and for how long? For 40
years. That is the life of it. It is a
debt against the taxpayers of the United
States, and they can go into court and
obtain a judgment against the Govern-
ment, :

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr., JAVITS. The House passed that
bill. The House was “over 21" and
knew what it was doing.

Mr. THOMAS. I doubt if the gentle-
man or most of his committee fully un-
derstand it, much as I admire you.

Mr. JAVITS. I am not on that com-
mittee, but I understand it, and I think
gtilg committee did, and I think the House

Mr. THOMAS. All right, we under-
stand it. You dump into the lap of the
Committee on Appropriations every year
for 40 years a mandate to appropriate
$308,000,000 a year. Does not the gen-
tleman think, in all fairness to this
House, that it is the duty of this little,
humble subcommittee to come in here
and point that out to you? All that
amounts to for 40 years is approximately
$13,000,000,000 of your money.

Mr. Speaker, there is no room for heat.
When you go into the Committee of the
Whole, if you adopt this ruvle, you can
amend that language. The only purpose
of asking for the rule was that one per-
son could knock out that item on a point
of order, without giving the other 434
Members a chance to express themselves,
They can knock it out, amend it, or
change it in any way they want to.
When the war is over you can go back
and build every one of these units. We
are not taking them away from you;
we are just saying they ought to be
deferred.

Mr. COLMER. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. COLMER. Apropos of the ques-
tion asked by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Javirsl, while the House was
“21” when it passed that authorization,
at the same time we did not know then
that we had to fight communism all over
the world and would need our resources
for that.

Mr, THOMAS. I thank the gentle-
man for his contribution.

Let me speak for one moment on the
maritime question. - We have some lan-
guage in here that applies only to what
price the taxpayers are going to be called
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upon in case of an all-out shooting war
to pay for ships that the taxpayers have
heretofore bought and paid for 100 per-
cent with your money—your money, now,
make no mistake about that—and which
the Government sold, as far as replace-
ment value is concerned as of today, at
15 cents on the dollar.

In other words this language will not
apply until we get in an all-out, shoot-
ing war. There are about a thousand
ships involved. The Government is
forced to take them back, after they have
sold them, for 15 cents on the dollar and
then they are sunk. This language says,
“All you can get is what you paid for
that ship, minus depreciation and char-
ter hire that you have received in the
meantime.”

You talk about not making any mil-
lionaires out of the blood, sweat, and
tears of these boys who are fighting and
dying for $50 a month. Here is your op-
portunity. We are just trying to correct
a mistake that was made in World War
II. Gentlemen, that mistake was—it is
almost—I want to use moderate lan-
guage—I think it is revolting what the
Maritime Commission paid for some of
those ships after they were requisitioned
and used by your Government to supply
your troops who are fighting for $50 a
month. Iam notgoing to call the names
of the ship companies, but I have the
names of the ships and their age and
what the ship operator paid for them,
and I have the figure as to what the tax-
payers had to pay back when they were
sunk, and in addition to that we have the
figures here to show how much they were
paid for charter hire, rent, so to speak,
before they were sunk.

Incidentally there were 754 of these
cargo ships sunk during World War II.
Here is one, the Alcoa Leader. It was
built in 1919. It was sunk on June 30,
1944, That would make the ship about
25 years old when it was sunk. It had
been depreciated at the rate of 5 percent
for every year for 20 years. So it had
been paid for a long time before it was
ever sunk. The operator paid $210,000
for it, and the amount paid by the tax-
payers was $435,307 when it was sunk.
That is for a 25-year-old ship that was
depreciated.

That is not all. During the time that
the Government used that ship the Gov-
ernment paid him $1,048,000 charter hire.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Texas has expired.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ALLEN]
yield me 3 minutes? I just want to read
two or three more of these figures.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to point out that this table of in-
formation I have here is prepared by the
Maritime Administration. It is just a
sample of the information they usually
give out. I have never heard of the
Maritime Administration giving you
their best or their worst. They usually
just go down the middle. These are the
commission’s figures, and not mine.

Here is another ship, the Tachira.
That ship was built in 1920, it was sunk
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on July 12, 1942, The acquisition cost to
the nwner was $45,600. When it was
sunk the taxpayers of the United States
paid $256,200 for a ship that was 22 years
old, and for which the owner only paid
$45,000. That is not all. The Govern-
ment operated it for only 2 months
and paid them an additional $47,800.
That is the sum total of the cost for a
21- or 22-year-old ship.

Here is another ship, the Hon Omu.
That ship was built in 1919, It was sunk
on July 5, 1942, That makes the ship
23 years old. The acquisition cost to the
owner, according to the Maritime Ad-
ministration, was $127,000. The Mari-
time Administration says that when it
was sunk the owner received—how
much? $768,000. Let us see how much
the Government paid in addition to that
for charter hire and fees during that
time. The Government only chartered
it for about 4 months and they paid
$129,615 extra beside that $768,000.

Mr. Speaker, all this language does is
to seek to prevent that happening again,
That great committee is headed by our
distinguished friend, the gentleman from
New Jersey. He is a great American, the
head of a great committee. Their com-
mittee had 5 years to do this, and they
have not seen fit to do it. That is their
business and not ours.

The SPEAKER. The time of the
gentleman from Texas has again ex-
pired.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I yield to the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. HorFman] to submit a consent re-
quest.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE].

Mr. HALE, Mr. Speaker, I rise in op-
position to this rule.

The appropriation bill should of
course, come before the House, and it
will come before the House anyway.
The only question is whether you are go-
ing to vote for a rule waiving points of
order. As has been stated repeatedly,
this would oust the appropriate standing
committees of the House of their juris-
diction. No matter how good you may
conceive the legislation in this appro-
priation bill to be, it is not the way to
legislate; it is not a desirable thing to
oust legislative committees from their
appropriate jurisdiction.

I have very little to say about the hous-
ing legislation. The point is that surely
you can control the amount of housing
to be constructed by the quantum of the
appropriation you allow. I do not see
why the work of the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency should be done in this
bill, although I did not agree with what
the Committee on Banking and Currency
did in the first place and I did not vote
for the housing legislation which I never
considered good legislation.

Now, coming to this merchant-marine
provision on page 49, we find a particu-
larly striking case. I was a member of
the Committee on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries when in the Seventy-ninth
Congress we passed the ship sales bill
which passed the House almost unani-
mously. It may very well be that if the
Committee on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries, when it was considering the
ship sales bill, had realized the tremen-
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dous increase in price that was going to
oceur, it would have fixed a different
formula for the selling price of ships.
But we fixed the statutory selling price
in good faith. Surely, nobody who
bought a war-built ship at the statutory
price can be criticized for doing it. You
will have in mind that we deliberately
fixed a statutory sales price that we
thought would move these ships. A pro-
vision closely resembling that found in
H. R. 3880 was offered as an amend-
ment to the Ship Sales Act and was
rejected.

The provision on page 49 of the bill
not only is new legislation; it also
amends the Constitution of the United
States, because the Constitution of the
United States provides that property
shall not be taken without due process
of law. It provides for a fair value to
be paid to the owner whose property is
involuntarily taken. This is true in war
as in peace. Ship owners, like other
people, have suffered a great apprecia=-
tion in the value of their property. You
could, of course, pass legislation provid=
ing that nobody in the District of Colum-
bia should sell a house for more than he
paid for it 5 or 10 years ago, but I do not
believe you would want to pass such
legislation, and I do not believe the
courts would concede the constitution=
ality of it or give it effect. Why should
you confiscate the property of a ship-
owner more readily than that of a home
owner,

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HALE. I yield briefly.

Mr. JAVITS. I just want to ask the
gentleman whether he does not think
that all we are trying to pass on is
whether or not the Committee on Ap=-
propriations shall be a superlegislative
committee over every other committee.

Mr. HALE. Exactly. That will be
the effect if you adopt this rule. Not
only that but in this case you will, as
I say, amend the Constitution of the
United States, which the Congress can-
not do by ordinary statute even when
emanating from a committee having
Jjurisdiction,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Maine has expired.

Mr. RANKIN., Mr. Speaker, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. RANKIN. Is this rule subject to
amendment before it is voted on?

The SPEAKER. Not if the previous
question is ordered.

Mr. RANKIN. Before the previous
question is ordered, it is subject to
amendment, is it?

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman
from Illinois yields for that purpose.

Mr. RANKIN, Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman from Illinois yield? I would
like to submit an amendment and ask
a question to go along with it.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state
to the gentleman from Illinois that if
he yields to the gentleman from Missis-
sippi to offer an amendment, the gen-
tleman from Mississippi will control an
hour.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the chairman of the Com-
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mittee on Banking and Currency, the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, SPENCE].

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, we have
heard a plea of guilly by Members of
the Committee on Rules and my dis-
tinguished friend, the chairman of the
Appropriations Subcommittee. They
have made the same defense that the
old colored man made when he was ac-
cused of stealing a pair of pants. He
said, “If the motive is right, where is
the sin? I stole the breeches to be bap-
tised in.”

I would be recreant to my trust if I
did nof protest against this invasion of
the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Banking and Currency and the other
committees, The parliamentary rules
have been built up by experience of man-
kind, by trial and error, like the common
law which Blackstone is the perfection
of human reasoning. They are a wise
code of rules and those who have served .
here long are constantly made conscious
that they are fundamentally sound.
One of the most important of these rules
is that no legislation shall be written on
an appropriation bill,

The Appropriations Committee does
not have to have a rule for the consid-
eration of its bills. These bhills come
here ordinarily without a rule for their
consideration. However, in this case
they went before the Rules Committee
and got a rule which provides that no
points of order may be made against
the bill or any provisions of it. There-
by they invaded those committees which
had jurisdiction under the rules of the
House in reference to legislative provis-
ions incorporated in the bill. Rules pro-
hibiting points of order may sometimes
be justified when applied solely to cleri-
cal errors or technical objections; but
they should not be made to invade the
fundamental principles and the funda-
mental rules of the House.

In order to proceed under orderly
processes, we must have legislative com-
mittees. The jurisdiction of those com=
mittees is as well defined as the juris-
diction of the courts. Those commit-
tees have a peculiar knowledge of the
subjects that come before them because
of the constant hearings and the con-
stant experience with those subjects.

The gentlemen favoring the rule by
their debate here miss the fundamental
question of violation. They are justi-
fying their action in overriding the legis-
lative committees in a way that makes
me feel like saying: “Upon what meat
have these our Caesars fed that they
have grown so great?” They have not
denied that this is a violation of the fun-
damental rules of the House. They have
said, “We did violate them, but we know
more than the committees that have
jurisdiction over these matters, we know
more than the committees that have
considered these things; therefore, we
substitute our judgment for their judg-
ment.”

They have looted our committees to-
day, they will gut yours tomorrow if you
establish this prineciple. Have you any
feeling of interest in your committee?
Do you want to see the integrity of your
committee preserved? Do you want to
see it retain its jurisdiction? If you
do, you had beitar vote down this rule.
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The legislation here involved is immate-
rial. The fundamental question is
whether you are going to let the Rules
Committee and the Appropriations Com-
mittee take over the legislation of the
House. If you want to do that you may
make an easy life for yourself, but it
seems to me it will be a retreat from the
duties that are imposed upon you.

I ask the Members to vote down this
resolution.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
California [Mr. PHILLIPS].

Mr, PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, the
House created the Appropriations Com-
mittee, within the memory of many peo-
ple now sitting on this floor today, to
keep Members of the House out of trou-
ble. I think this is one time when the
Appropriations Committee has been dili-
gent by the action it has taken in ref-
" erence to this bill to keep the Members
out of trouble.

We are going to answer, by our vote
upon the rule, and I personally hope it
will be a vote in favor of the rule, five
very simple questions. Those questions
are: Do you believe this is an emergency?
Do you believe that this is a war? Do
you believe that money should be spent
for the defense of the United States and
that, therefore, all other expenditures
of the United States domestically should
be reduced as much as possible? Do we
believe that the unlimited expenditure
of Federal money has a direct effect to-
ward inflation, and, in very simple lan-
guage, do we believe in economy? Those
questions you will answer by yes or no
by your vote upon the rule. As long as
I have been upon the Committee on Ap-
propriations, which is 5 years, subcom-
mittees have come before the Rules Com-
mittee asking for closed rules. I think
in the session before last, the Eighty-
first Congress, a majority of the Appro-
priation Subcommittees asked for rules
waiving points of order, and it gives me
a certain slight amusement to hear the
gentleman from Kentucky object to this
rule on the ground that it waives points
of order when the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency has itself frequently
gone before the Committee on Rules and
asked for rules waiving points of order.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PHILLIPS. Not at the moment,
but I will later. If you wish to dis:_:uss
jurisdiction, in which I have no particu-
lar interest, the Committee on Banking
and Currency took jurisdiction from the
Committee on Appropriations when it
passed the housing bill and bypassed
the Committee on Appropriations and
gave a blank check upon the taxpa_.y-
ers of the United States for a period
of years amounting to about $17,000,-
000,000. That is a point where juris-
diction was seized by the Banking and
Currency Committee and not by us.

We do not want particularly to make
legislation; I do not think any Appro-
priation Subcommittee does, but there
are times when a legislative committee
does not have time; perhaps, for some
reason it has not been able to meet and
to do those things which should be done
in this bill and which are necessary in
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the emergency which faces the United
States, There is nothing, Mr. Speaker,
that is going to prevent the Committee
on Banking and Currency from meet-
ing and working out some of the things
they want or the Committee on Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries from meet-
ing and working out some of the things
it wants, but the fact remains that those
committees have not met to do the things
that are done in this bill. This is your
chance to answer the questions which
I asked: Are you for economy? Do you
believe that Federal spending increases
inflation? Do you believe this is an
emergency and do you believe that in
wartime we should limit domestic spend-
ing and spend for the defense of the
country? Those are the questions be-
fore us.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 7
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr, HarT].

Mr. HART. Mr. Speaker, as my very
good friend from Texas, the chairman
of the subcommittee, has stated, there
is no reason for heat being employed on
this occasion. The proposition involved
here is a fundamental one, and that is
whether the rules of the House and
whether the jurisdiction of the legisla-
tive committees of the House are to be
suspended by the House or whether en-
croachments upon those several jurisdic-
tions and violations of those rules are to
be condoned by the House.

The only purpose of the rule upon
which we are soon to act, the rule which

“waives points of order on H. R. 3880 is to

validate what is admitted to be legisla-
tion contained in an appropriation bill in
violation of the rules of the House. I do
not desire to go into the merits of the
legislation, particularly. The gentle=-
man from California [Mr. PaILLIPS]
stated that the purpose of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations was to get Mem-=
bers of the House out of trouble. If rules
of this nature are to be continued, if
there is to be a continuous ouster of
jurisdiction of legislative committees,
then the Committee on Appropriations
is going to get the country into trouble,
and if the legislative provisions of H. R.
3880 prevail, at least with respect to the
operations of the Maritime Commission,
our country will be in trouble. The
gentleman from Texas fulminated
against the prices paid to many people
who had bought ships from the Govern-
ment. Under previous legislation the
Maritime Commission was permitted to
enter into negotiations with the ship
owners on the question of just compensa-
tion. Under the previous law and exist-
ing law they were permitted to offer
larger amounts to those owners than
would be permited under the provisions
of H. R. 3880. But, the question of just
compensation cannot be defined by a
legislative body. The Constitution of the
United States and the fifth amendment
say that everybody shall be given just
compensation for private property taken
or requisitioned by the Government,.
What does the record show? The
record shows even in the light of larger
sums that were offered by the Govern-
ment in the negotiations, when the ship
owners refused to accept such sums and
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brought their cases into the courts, the
courts in the over-all picture awarded
the owners 161 percent of what the Mari-
time Commission had offered.

You cannot take away the jurisdiction
of the courts by a provision of this na-
ture. This not only seeks to oust the
legislative committees of their jurisdic-
tion but the courts of the United States
of their jurisdiction. If by any chance
it should be passed, the courts will repel
it as being completely unconstitutional,

The gentleman from Texas never re-
ferred at all to another provision in this
bill that limits the number of voyages in
the fiscal year 1952 that may be author-
ized by the Maritime Administration to
1,450,

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HART. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. PHILLIPS. That particular point
is not subject to a point of order. It
does not come under the rule,

Mr. HART. That is the opinion of
the gentleman from California. That
may be the reason the gentleman from
Texas did not mention it. Nevertheless,
there is some doubt as to whether a point
of order could be made against that pro-
vision because, if enacted into law, it
would result in the violation of contracts
already existing between the Maritime
Administration and the shipowners and
operators of the United States.

The Maritime Administrator requested
that there be authorized in this appro-
priation bill sufficient funds for a mini-
mum of 1,523 voyages. Even then it is
questionable whether 1,523 voyages
would satisfy the contractual commit-
ments of the Maritime Administration.

But arbitrarily and without recogni-
tion of the request of the Maritime Ad-
ministrator, the subcommittee has cut
‘down the number of voyages authorized
to 1,450, an increase of 16 over those
which are estimated to take place in the
fiscal year 1951.

I talked this morning on the telephone
with the Administrator of the Maritime
Administration, Admiral Cochrane. Ad-
miral Cochrane has been commended by
the gentleman from Texas as one of the
finest administrators in the history of
the country. With that estimate of him
I fully agree. Yet, he casts aside com-
pletely, and his subcommittee casts aside
completely, the recommendation of Ad-
miral Cochrane with reference to the
number of voyages that will be required
in the interests of the United States and
the United States merchant marine in
the fiscal year 1952.

Mr, Speaker, this is a dangerous
principle, this business of permitting
continual and ever greater encroach-
ment upon the legislative committees of
the House by the Appropriations Com-
mittee. It is a fundamental principle.
It is the only real principle involved. I
appeal to those Members who do not ap-
prove of the continuance of that prac-
tice to vote down this rule.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I yield the remainder of my time to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brown].

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr, Speaker, I
hope that in the few minutes allotted to
me I may ke able to discus. the rule
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which is before us, and perhaps clarify
. some of the misunderstandings which
seemingly are apparent here today.

In the beginning, may I point out
that when this bill and the application
for this rule were before the Commit-
tee on Rules we were advised there were
eight provisions in the bill which would
be subject to a point of order as legisla-
tion on an appropriation bill? Of course,
under the rules of the House, legislation
cannot be made a part of an appropria-
tion bill unless points of order are
waived. The waiving of points of order,
as provided in this rule, does siinply
one thing—and I wish to make this very
clear—it permits the membership of the
House to pass upon each of these eight
provisions upon its merits. The rule
does not provide these eight provisions
shall be enacted into law. Voting for
this rule does not approve a single one
of these provisions, The rule simply
sets aside the right of one individual
Member of the House to prevent, by his
objection, or by the making of a point
of order, the majority of the House of
Representatives from working its wii on
that particular section of the bill.

I have the highest regard and the
greatest respect for our legislative com-
mittees. In the long years I have served
on the Committee on Rules, I have usu-
ally opposed the granting of rules car-

a waiver of points of order. Yet I
am not unmindful of the fact that every
legislative committee of the House,
almost without exception, and I dare
say without a single exception, has come
before the Committee on Rules and re-
quested a waiver of points of order. I
am not unmindful of the fact that when
the great Committee on Banking and
Currency brought in the housing bill,
which is dealt with in this appropria-
tion bill, it had been so written as to
entirely bypass the Committee on Ap-
propriations, so that the money was
appropriated at the very same time
the authorization was approved. There-
fore, the only way in the world the
House of Representatives can pass upon
the particular housing question involved
in this bill is through the adoption of
this rule. Otherwise, we will never have
an opportunity to pass upon it.

It is exactly true, as the distinguished
gentleman from Kentucky said a few
moments ago, the House did approve the
legislative bill to which he alluded, and
of which mention has been made here,
but it is equally true that after the pres-
ent great conflict developed in Korea,
and we realized we might have to fight
a war for survival, and his committee
brought in another bill for another great
housing project and spending program,
the House of Representatives voted it
down, or rather flatly refused to even
consider that legislation. And it has not
been brought back to the floor yet. The
House of Representatives, like everyone
else, certainly should have the right to
change its positions and opinions in view
of changing conditions. That is all this
rule permits, It simply gives to us, the
Members of the House of Representa-
tives, the opportunity to determine for
ourselves whether certain expenditures
for certain purposes should be made, or
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whether they should be turned down;
whether there should now be some re-
strictions placed on them, whether we
should go ahead with these gigantie
building programs which were barely
approved when we thought we had peace,
and perhaps might face a depression; or
whether we should suspend that pro-
gram for the present, at least,

I am sure the members of our differ-
ent legislative committees who have
spoken here today are able men, honest
and sincere men. But they can present
their points of view on these different
sections of the bill to the House, provid-
ing we adopt this rule. If they can con-
vince the House their position is right,
the House will go along with them and
strike such sections from the bill, or
amend them.

Mr. ROONEY. - Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I cannot yield
at this time.

Mr. ROONEY. Will the gentleman
yield just for a brief question?

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I cannot yield
at this time and I will appreciate it if
the gentleman will observe the rules of
the House.

Mr., ROONEY. Will the gentleman
yield now? !

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. If the members
of the different legislative committees
who have spoken here today think they
are correct in what they have said as to
the provisions of this bill, certainly, with
all of their ability and great oratorical
prowess, they can convince the majority
of the House to vote with them; and if
the majority of the House desires to
place any limitations upon these Gov-
ernment expenditures in view of the
great national emergency with which we
are now faced, that it is right and proper
we should be just a little careful as to
how we spend our public moneys, that
we ought to postpone some of these
great projects which have been author-
ized in the past for a while, then the
House can and will so vote.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
refuse to yield.

Mr. ROONEY., I am addressing the
Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr,
Davis of Tennessee). The gentleman
from Ohio declines to yield.

Mr. ROONEY. I have not even had
an opportunity to ask the gentleman to
yield.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I am sure the
gentleman cannot contribute anything
worth while to this discussion or debate,
and I refuse to yield.

Mr. Speaker, the question is whether
you want to save at least $750,000,000,
at the minimum, and the savings may
go to as much as $2,000,000,000, if this
rule is adopted, or whether we want to
go ahead and spend these vast sums.

If those who oppose this rule can con-
vince us that we should go ahead and
spend this money, if they can convince
us by logie, the Members of the House,
a majority of us, that we should strike
out of this bill these provisions, then
these provisions can and will be stricken.
But unless they can convince the ma-
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jority of the House that it should have
no right to pass upon these special pro-
visions in this bill, then vote “No.”
All the Committee on Rules is giving
in submitting this rule, the right for the
House to decide for itself what it wants
to do. A vote of “Yes” will give each
of us that right. A “No” vote is a vote
against permitting the House to work its
will on these important questions—a
vote against economy, a vote for waste
and extravagance—at a time when our
country must conserve its strength in the
face of great peril.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. CELLER].

STAND BY STANDING COMMITTEES

Mr. CELLER. Mr, Speaker, I sym-
pathize with the views of the chair-
men of the Committees on Banking
and Currency and Merchant Marine,
Today their jurisdiction is invaded, and
tomorrow the Appropriations Committee
will poach on the preserves of Judiciary
and next day Foreign Affairs, Prece-
dents have a habit of begetting preced-
ents. Finally the Appropriations Com-
mittee becomes the arbiter of our fate—
becomes the congressional pooh bah.

It is not a question of economy or
otherwise. The vote is for the sanctity
of the jurisdiction of standing commit-
tees. That is all.

We inveigh against the habit in the
other body of placing legislative pro-
visions on our appropriation bills. We
cannot complain, if we pass this rule.
The other group will say: Before you
take the mote out of my eye look to the
beam in your own. We become guilty of
the abuse against which we usually in-
veigh,

There were no public hearings before
the Appropriations Subcommittee. Dis-
interested witnesses were not heard.
Only Government witnesses appeared.

Before standing committees both sides

of a controversy are heard. In the inter-
est of fairness and orderly procedure vote
down this rule,

Mr., SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the remainder of my time to the gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr, BoNNER].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
North Carolina is recognized for 2
minutes.

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I am
tremendously interested in the rights
and prerogatives of the legislative com-
mittees of this body, and I think all
Members should be interested in that
subject. I have no difference with the
Appropriations Committee for the
amount of money they bring in to carry
out legislative items that have been au-
thorized.

The gentleman from Ohio is very tick-
lish about the rules of the House and
the prerogatives that he enjoys on the
floor of this House, but he does not seem
to be interested in the prerogatives and
rights of the legislative committees of
this House.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BONNER. I yield.

Mr. RABAUT. I just want to say to

the gentleman from North Carolina that
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the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brownl]
has said that it is the right of every man
to change his mind. I am changing my
mind and am going to vote against this
rule,

Mr. BONNER. I thank the gentle-
man very much.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BONNER. I yield.

Mr. ROONEY. May I ask just one
very brief question? Is it not a fact
that the Committee on Rules reported
out this rule by a vote of 6 to 5?

Mr. BONNER. I so understand.

Mr. Speaker, beyond the legislation
carried in this bill there is the directive
to the Maritime Board with respect to
contracts that have been made, con-
tracts that run for 10 years. These con=
tracts are not made from year to year;
they are made over a period of 10 years
with shipping companies to provide serv-
ice just like the railroads provide serv=-
ice between Washington and New York.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BONNER. I cannot yield.

I leave to the Members who are con-
stitutional lawyers and know more about
contracts than I whether or not the
United States Government would not get
into serious trouble over these contracts
that are worked out, if the provisions in
this appropriation bill are adopted?

Mr. Speaker, this is the first time
I have ever raised my voice against a
rule. In this case I believe and feel posi-
tive I am correct. Therefore I hope the
House votes down the rule.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina has expired.

Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Speaker, we are
about to vote on a resolution which, in
many respects, may seem routine and
on which many Members may base their
vote on partisan considerations or on the
narrow issues relating to the independ-
ent offices appropriation bill which
House Resolution 220 involves. Much
of the debate has centered on those fac-
tors. I want to express my own very
strong feeling that the basic issue in-
volved in House Resolution 220 is not a
matter in which the partisan conflict
nor monetary expediency should dictate
a choice of position.

The issues involved here are far larger
than that. House Resolution 220, by
waiving points of order against the leg-
islation written into H. R. 3880, violates

. & prineiple upon which the entire legis-
lative organization of Congress is based.
It also violates a basic principle of plain
common sense. Congress has always
recognized that no one Member, nor any
small group of Members, can hope to
fully understand and cope with the de-
tails of the innumerable matters that
come before us for action. It was on the
basis of that common-sense principle
that the committee system was estab-
lished both in the House and in the Sen-
ate. The Committee on Appropriations
was established to deal with the alloca-
tion of funds for Government activities;
it was not established to legislate the
details of how the expcnditure of funds
should be administered and regulated.
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The Committee on Merchant Marine
and Fisheries was set up to recommend
legislative action on administrative and
regulative matters pertaining to the
maritime affairs of the United States;
it does not and should not presume to
encroach on the money-spending func-
tions of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. The same considerations apply to
every legislative committee established
under the rules of ths House.

Mr. Speaker, that is not simply a mat-
ter of courtesy or formality, It is a die-
tate of absolute necessity. When the
Committee on Appropriations presumes
to encroach on the legislative jurisdic-
tion and prerogatives of other commit-
tees of the House—as it does in many
instances in H. R. 3880—its members
cannot possibly have a full understand-
ing of all the factors involved in the leg-
islation they write. I know that the
distinguished gentleman from Texas
[Mr, Tromas] and other members of his
subcommittee have stressed the point
that all they are trying to do is to save
money for the Government in this time
of financial strain. I submit that when
they write hasty and ill-conceived leg-
islation into any appropriation bill,
without full knowledge of the back-
ground situation, they open wide the
door for the expenditure of much greater
amounts of money than they save. In
many cases they make inevitable the
wastage and loss of sums already spent.
You cannot prevent inefficiency when
the people laying down the rules are like
fish out of water. No Congressman can
familiarize himself with all the details
of all the vast operations with which this
Government concerns itself, any more
than a fish can learn to breathe air. No
member of the Committee on Appropri-
ations can hope to know as much about
any particular legislative matter as the
members of the committee which deal
with that particular problem every day.
When a-committee steps out of its own
field it can only create chaos, confu-
sion, and cross-purpose. If certainly
cannot save money in the long run.

It is true that I am opposed to some
of the legislation written into the inde-
pendent offices appropriation bill. I par-
ticularly oppose certain features apply-
ing to the work of the House Committee
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries of
which I am a member. I also oppose the
legislation on public housing which has
been taken out of the hands of the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency. Some
of the legislation introduced into the
bill may be sound. Regardless of that
fact, I am frank enough to admit that I
do not feel capable of passing judgment
on all of it. T am also frank enough to
say I do not believe the members of the
Independent Offices Subcommittee are
capable of passing sound judgment on
all of it without the advice and studied
consideration of members of the separate
committees which should have written
the legislation.

I appeal to my colleagues in the House
to base their vote on this resolution, not
on the basis of party but on the basis of
partnership in a common effort which is
bound to suffer if the dictates of common
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sense and the rules of organization of
this House are discarded. The continual °
waiving of points of order against legis-
lation in appropriations bills carries an
inherent danger which should override
any other question in our minds. Now
is the time when we should all stand
together against that danger. I ask that
the rule be refused by vote of the House.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the resolution.

Mr, JAVITS. Mr. Speaker, I demand
a division.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Speaker, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered,

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 220, nays 159, not voting 54,
as follows:

[Roll No. 48]
YEAS—220

Aandahl Evins Meader
Abbitt Fellows Merrow
Abernethy Fenton Miller, Nebr.
Adair Fernandez Mills
Allen, T11. Fisher Morano
Allen, La. Ford Morton
Andersen, Forrester Mumma

H. Carl Fulton Nicholson
Anderson, Calif Gamble Norblad
Andresen, Gary Norrell

August H. Gathings O'Hara
Andrews Gavin Passman
Angell George Patten
Arends Golden Patterson
Armstrong Goodwin Phillips
Auchincloss Gore Pickett
Ayres Gossett Potter
Baker Graham Poulson
Bates, Ky. Grant Radwan
Bates, Mass. Gross Reece, Tenn
Battle Gwinn Reed, I11.
Beall Hall, Reed, N. Y.
Beamer Edwin Arthur Rees, Eans.
Beckworth Hall, Regan
Belcher Leonard W. Riehlman
Bender Harden Rogers, Fla.
Bennett, Fla, Hardy Rogers, Mass
Bennett, Mich. Harris Rogers, Tex.
Bentsen Harrison, Va. Sadlak
Berry Harrison, Wyo. St. George
Betts Harvey Schwabe
Bishop Hays, Ark, Scrivner
Blackney Hedrick Scudder
Boggs, Del. Herlong Shafer
Bolton Herter Sheehan
Bow Hess Sheppard
Bray Hil Bhort
Brehm Hillings Sikes
Brown, Ohlo  Hoeven Bim , 1L,
Brownson Hofilman, Il.  Sittler
Budge Hoffman, Mich. Smith, Eans,
Buffett Holmes Smith, Miss
Burleson Horan Smith, Va
Busbey Hunter Bmith, Wis
Bush Jackson, Callf. Springer
Byrnes, Wis. James Stanley
Chenoweth Jenison Stefan
Chiperfield Jenkins Sutton
Church Jensen Taber
Clevenger Jonas Talle
Cole, Eans. Jones, Mo, Taylor
Colmer Jones, Teague
Cooper Hamilton C. Thomas
Corbett Jones, ompson,
Cotton w ow W. Mich.
Coudert Kean Van Pelt
Cox Eearns Van Zandt
Crawford Kilburn Vaughn
Crumpacker Killday Velde
Cunningham Lantaff Vorys
Curtis, Nebr. Larcade Vursell
Dague LeCompte Werdel
Davis, Ga. Lovre Wharton
Davis, Tenn, Lyle Wheeler
Davis, Wis, MecConnell Whitten
Dempsey McCulloch Wigglesworth
Denny McDonough  Williams, Miss,
Devereux McGregor Williams, N. Y.
D'Ewart McMillan Willls
Dolliver McMullen Wilson, Ind.
Dondero McVey Wilson, Tex.
Doughton Mack, Wash, Winstead
Eaton Mahon Wolcott
Ellsworth Martin, Towa Wood. Ga.
Elston Martin, Mass. Wood, Idaho
Engle Mason
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Addonizio Green O'Eonskl
Allen, Calif, Greenwood O'Neill
Anfuso Hagen Ostertag
Aspinall Hale O'Toole
Bail Hand Perkins
Barden Hart Philbin
Barin Hays, Ohlo Poage
Blatnik Heffernan Polk

Heller Preston
Bolling Heselton Priest
Bonner Hope Prouty
Bosone Howell Quinn
Boykin Rabaut
Breen Jackson, Wash. Ramsay
Brown, Ga Jarman Rankin
Bryson Javits Reams
Burdick Johnson Rhodes
Burnside Jones, Ala. Ribicoff
Butler Judd Richards
Byrne, N. Y. Karsten, Mo Riley
Camp Keating Roberts
Canfield KEelley, Pa. Robeson
Carlyle Kelly, N. Y. Rodino
Carn Eeogh Rogers, Colo
Case Kerr Rooney
Celler King Roosevelt
Chelf KEirwan Sabath
Chudoff Kluczynski Basscer
Clemente Lane Saylor
Combs Lanham v
Croszser Latham Hugh D., Jr.
Deane Lesinskl crest
Delaney Lind Seely-Brown
Denton Lucas Shelley
Dollinger McCarthy Spence
Donohue McCormack Staggers
Donovan McGrath Tackett
Dorn McGuire Thompson, Tex.
Doyle McKinnon Thornberry
Durham Machrowicz Tollefson
Eberharter Mack, I1l. Towe
Elliott Madden Trimble
Felghan Magee Walter
Fine Marshall Weichel
Flood Miller, Callf. Welch

Miller, Md. ‘Wickersham
Forand Mitchell Wier
Frazier Morgan Withrow
Fugate Moulder Wolverton
Furcolo Multer Yates
Garmatz Murdock Yorty
Gordon Nelson Zablockl
Granahan O'Brien, 111,
Granger O'Brien, Mich.

NOT VOTING—54

Albert Halleck Patman
Bakewell Havenner Powell
Barrett Hébert Price
Bramblett Hinshaw Rains
Brooks Holifleld Redden
Buckley Irving Rivers
Burton Kearney Scott, Hardle
Cannon Eee Sieminski
Chatham Eennedy Simpson, Pa.
Cole, N. Y, Kersten, Wis. Steed
Cooley Klein Stigler
Curtis, Mo. Mansfield Stockman
Dawson Miller, N. Y. Vail
DeGraffenried Morris Vinson
Dingell Morrison Watts
Fallon Murphy Whitaker
Gillette Murray, Tenn. Widnall
Gregory Murray, Wis. Woodruff

So the resolution was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Kearney for, with Mr. Klein agalnst,

Mr. Hinshaw for, with Mr, Murphy against,

Mr. Gillette for, with Mr. Price against.

Mr, Steed for, with Mr, Patman against.

Mr. Hébert for, with Mr. Mansfleld against,

Mr. Simpson of Pennsylvania for, with Mr,
Buckley agalnst.

Mr. Halleck for, with Mr. Holifield against.

Mr. Woodruff for, with Mr. Havenner
against.

Mr. Curtis of Missouri for, with Mr, Whit=
aker against,

Mr. Burton for, with Mr. Irving against.

Mr, Bramblett for, with Mr. Morrison
against,

Until further notice:

Mr. Sieminskl with Mr. Cole of New York,

Mr. Rivers with Mr. Bakewell,
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Mr. Gregory with Mr, Widnall.
Mr. Brooks with Mr. Vail,
Mr, Chatham with Mr, Stockman,
YM;. deGraffenried with Mr. Miller of New
ork.
Mr. Stigler with Mr, Hardie Scott.
Mr. Vinson with Mr, Kersten of Wisconsin,

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

PERSECUTION OF PATRIOTIC
ORGANIZATIONS

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr,
Speaker, on several occasions the gentle-
man from Texas, Mr. WRIGHT PATMAN,
has taken occasion to, from the well of
the House, or by the insertion of matter
in the Appendix of the Recorp, make ref-
erence to certain court proceedings in-
volving Edward Rumely. On several oc=
casions reply has been made to those
statements by me, but notwithstanding
the fact that the unfairness and injus-
tice, at least in my opinion, of the state-
ments of the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
Parman] has been pointed out, he con-
tinues a course which begins to have the
appearance of a persecution. I do not
actually know why Mr. Patman follows
this course which he certainly must
know does not accurately portray the
activities of Mr. Rumely.

Mr. Rumely, executive secretary of the
Committee for Constitutional Govern-
ment, has long circulated books and
statements made by Members of Con-
gress, including some made by your hum-
ble servant which tend to support our
form of government. Some who evi-
dently do not believe in our form of gov-
ernment, who apparently would, by force
or otherwise, change that form of gov-
ernment, have over the years consis-
tently endeavored by false statements to
discredit Mr. Rumely which does Mr.
Rumely a grave injustice.

Mr. Rumely is an officer of an organi-
zation—the Committee for Constitu-
tional Government—which is endeavor-
ing, by printing and distributing
speeches, documents, pamphlets, and
books, to maintain constitutional gov-
ernment. It is a nonprofit, educational
organization,

Mr. Rumely was recently convicted
of contempt of Congress because he re-
fused to give a House comnrittee the
names ¢f individuals who contirbuted to
his activities. In my humble judgment,
as long as the publications sent out by
an individual or organization are in-
formative, educational, truthful, and
tend in no way to encourage subversive
activities, their publication and circula-
tion is no concern of the Congress. Ef-
forts which tend to prevent their publi-
cation or circulation tend to a denial
of a free press, of free speech.

To state the proposition in a differ-
ent way—as long as no fault can be
found with the contents of the publica-
tions sent out by the Committee for Con-
stitutional Government, what right has
the Congress to insist that it be told who
pays for the publication or circulation of
these books or documents?

The House Committee on Lobbying, be-
fore which Mr. Rumely appeared, ap-
parently confined its inquiries as to
lobbying to organizations which advo-
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cate constitutional government, or gov-
ernment under the Constitution. It ap-
parently made little, if any, attempt to
inquire irto the actiivties of so-called
subversive organizations, who financed
those organizations, or who was back of
them or their purpose.

To state the situation in other lan-
guage—apparently, the committee was
on a “witch hunt” for three organiza-
tions which had effectively taught Amer-
icanism, was not interested in unpatri-
otic groups. In my humble judgment it
is a sad, sad day when a committee of
Congress follows a course which tends to
discourage the teaching of Americanism;
which by its inaction, encourages those
who apparently do not believe in the
Constitution, who do not like govern-
ment under the Constitution as strietly
construed. The activities of those who
guided the House Committee on Lobby-
ing seem to be a sort of hang-over from
the outfits which, not so many years ago,
resented any criticism of Communists
or of communistic doctrine.

I recently received a letter from the
Committee for Constitutional Govern=
ment which reads as follows:

COMMTIITEE FOR
CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT,
New York, N. ¥., April, 1951.

My DEar CONGRESSMAN: SBeveral Members
of Congress inquired some time ago whether
Dr. Edward A. Rumely, executive secretary
of this committee, had any comment upon
charges made in the House on March 7 by
Representative WriGHT PATMAN, of Texas., I
did write a reply but inasmuch as Dr. Rumely
was to go on trial on a contempt charge, I
withheld my letter on advice of his counsel.

I now find that all jurors connected with
Dr. Rumely’s trial have received a pamphlet,
containing charges by Mr. Parman similar
to those he made March 7.

In my letter, I raised the question whether
those charges were made to influence &
Washington jury. The fact that the jurors
recelved this pamphlet strengthens that sur-
mise. My Iletter, as originally written,
follows:

“In response to inquiries whether Dr.
Edward A. Rumely, executive secretary of
this committee, has any comment upon the
charges made in the House on March 7 by
Representative WricHT PaATMAN, of Texas, Dr.
Rumely says: ‘I will uphold even Mr. PAT=
MAN'S right to say anything so long as it is
the truth and not libelous. Beyond that,
I prefer not to comment.’

“As you doubtless know, Dr. Rumely is
scheduled to go on trial before a District of
Columbia jury on a charge of contempt of
Congress in refusing to comply with a de=-
mand by the political majority of the
Buchanan lobby committee that he reveal
the names of bulk purchasers of this com=
mittee’s literature. This is no ordinary con=
tempt of Congress case in which defendants
have been indicted for not answering ques-
tions about Communist affiliations or for
refusal to answer on self-incriminatory
grounds. Dr. Rumely’s forthcoming trial
ranks in importance with the trial of Peter
Zenger which established in America the
legal principle of freedom of the press. For
the issue at stake in the Rumely trial is
whether a factional majority has the right
to compel a publisher to name the pur=
chasers of books, containing views opposed
to those of that faction.

“The place and timing, then, of Repre-
sentative ParMan’s attack upon Dr. Rumely
have greater and more sinister significance
than the purport of his semipsychopathic
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remarks. For Mr. PATMaN spoke In the Dis-
trict of Columbia. Dr. Rumely will be tried
by a jury composed of residents in the Dis-
trict of Columbia., What other purpose had
Mr. Parman than the possibility of preju-
dicing those who might be called as jurors?
That he had a planned purpose is obvious,
for his unfounded charges have been picked
up by the more radical of the labor press
with a unanimity that can scarcely be a
coincidence,

“Our examination of the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp reveals that during the last 7 years,
Mr. Parman has delivered in the House of
Representatives a total of 29 attacks upon
Dr. Rumely. Once he worked himself up
into such a state that he made three attacks
the same legislative day. Should this curi-
ous persistence come under examination of
a psychiatrist, an expected diagnosis might
be megalomania.

“In his 20 diatribes, Mr. PATMAN has
termed Dr. Rumely a Fasclst, a German spy,
a superinternational lobbyist, a traltor to the
Nation, a diabolical operator, a despicable
character, and an American Judas Iscariot.
Although such invective and grave accusa-
tion pepper his remarks with what appears
to be reckless abandon, Mr. PATMAN has exer-
cised extraordinary caution: not once, so far
as we of this committee have been able to
discover, has he made his now familiar
speech outside the comfortably safe shield
of congressional immunity., We doubt that
he ever will.

“One gathers from Mr. PATMAN'S privileged
remarks that he considers Dr. Rumely far
beneath association with wupright men.
This is a reflection that such men as Theo-
dore Roosevelt, Henry Ford, and Willlam E,
Borah are unable to return from the grave
to refute, With these men and many more
of similar uprightness Dr. Rumely has worked
in closest association and confidence.

“Mr, PATMAN describes Dr. Rumely as a
German spy trying to direct thought con-
trol in the United States. Time was when
he pronounced Dr. Rumely’s work a great
service. Before the Committee for Constl-
tutional Government was organized, Dr.
Rumely was the organizer and executive sec-
retary of the Committee for the Nation, an
organization of businessmen, farm leaders,
and economists which was in high favor at
the White House before the New Deal went
chasing butterflies and socialism. And some
of the most appreciative letters written from
Congress to the Committee for the Nation
came from Representative WRIGHT PATMAN,
of Texas. ‘I am reading all the information
you send me,’ Mr, PATMAN wrote Dr, Rumely’s
organization. ‘You are rendering the Mem-
bers of Congress and the country a great
service.

“Dr. Rumely and other members of the
Committee for the Nation held frequent
meetings in Mr. PaArmAN's office. Then that
committee was fighting for a stable dollar
and the principles of the Goldsborough bill
and Mr, PATMAN gave all-out support. To-
day the Committee for Constitutional Gov=-
ernment is fighting for the identical dollar
stability to which PaTman at that time gave
all-out endorsement, and Dr. Rumely, as ex-
ecutive secretary, is acting in the same ca-
pacity as he acted for the Committee for the
Nation.

“The 20 diatribes of Mr. PaTmManN center
around the trial of Dr. Rumely and two
partners of the law firm of which the well-
known liberal Arthur Garfield Hays was &
member on charges of concealing German
Government ownership of the New York Eve-
ning Mall. The circumstances of the trial
‘and its aftermath help to explain Dr,
Rumely’s dedication to the cause of uphold-
ing constitutional rights.

“Back in 1915, Dr. Rumely bought the Eve-
ning Mail and was indebted for some of the
purchase money to an American citizen then
living in Germany. It was then during
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World War I, which the United States had
not yet entered, that funds from private per-
sons were transmitted to this country
through the German Government,

“After the United States became a bel-
ligerant, Dr. Rumely reported to the Alien
Property Custodian indebtedness to the indi-
vidual in cuestion. The Government main-
tained that the money was furnished by the
German Government, and Dr. Rumely and
his two legal advisers were indicted for con-
spiracy to violate the Trading With the
Enemy Act.

“The trial involved this technical charge.
It was long and complex, and a jury found
Dr. Rumely and his codefendants guilty.
In a subsequent statement, a majority of
the jurors declared thai ‘it was our disposi-
tion to give the Government the benefit of
whatever doubt existed’ and that had they
known of evidence that was suppressed at
the trial, ‘this new evidence would have
altered our verdict.’

“The jurors also petitioned to have their
verdict set aside. Both the trial judge and
the chief prosecutor recommended a pardon.
The facts of the case were studied by At-
torney General Harlan Fiske Stone, later
Chief Justice of the United States. Mr,
Stone wrote President Coolidge to the effect
that in his opinion there was absence of
adequate evidence of criminal inten% in the
case, that the defendants had been gravely
prejudiced in their trial and that they were
in fact innocent, notwithstanding the judg-
ment of conviction and its affirmance. The
President issued unconditional pardons to
all three defendants.

“All Dr, Rumely’s civil rights were restored,
but the two lawyers were still disbarred.
Leaders of the Bar Association pressed their
case, and the lawyers were reinstated by
Chief Justice Cardozo of the New York Court
of Appeals, who sensed ‘an abiding and
reasoned distrust of the verdict.’

“*A pardon may in some conditions be a
warning,’ sald Judge Cardozo, ‘as significant
as a judgment of reversal that the looms of
the law have woven a fabric of injustice.
The very case at hand is indeed an apposite
fllustration. The record makes it plain that
the pardon was granted because the Presi-
dent of the United States was advised by
his Attorney General that the petitioners
were innocent.’

“ ‘But you do not say a person is not guilty
because he was pardoned,’ Mr, PATMAN in-
sisted in the House, March 7. ‘There is no
reason to pardon unless guilt is involved.

“Such reasoning in the face of the Car-
dozo opinion that the defendants were
wrongly convicted belongs with the won-
derful nonsense of Alice in Wonderland and
Alice Through the Looking Glass. It re-
flects the logic of the Mad Hatter, the juris-
prudence of the Red Queen. ‘When I use a
word,” sald Humpty Dumpty, ‘it means just
what I choose it to mean—neither more
nor less.'

“If Mr. PATMAN is right about Dr. Rumely,
then the trial judge, the chief prosecutor,
the jurors, Chief Justice Stone nnd Mr. Jus-
tice Cardozo of the Supreme Court of the
United States were wrong.”

Very truly yours,
COMMITTEE FOR CONSTITUTIOL AL
GOVERNMENT,
SuMNER GERARD, Trustee.

P. S.—I attach hereto an office memoran-
dum that contains the guotation from the
court record for April 25, while tampering
with the jury—by distributing the WricHT
PaTMaN statement—was under investigation.

Mr. Speaker, that memorandum reads
as follows:
MEMORANDUM
Arrin 27, 1951,
The proceedings to investigate the mailing
of the WriGHT PATMAN smear material to all
Jurors brought out some interesting facts.
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On April 25 the judge called the jurors to-
gether, found that all had received a copy of
the Patman smear booklet. The court clerk
had identified a man who attended all the
sessions of the Rumely trial as the one who
asked how he might get a copy of the names
and addresses of all the jurors. Said clerk
directed the inquirer to the proper source
and later saw the man with a young woman
copying the names.

The clerk also identified the man as one

-with whom he had seen Mr. Hitz, the Gov-

ernment prosecutor, in conversation.

“Mr. Hitz, I remember that and I would
like to describe him; maybe you would rec-
ognize him from the description. He was
short, about 5 feet 6—I don't remember
that he was stocky; I would say just small;
and he had medium-colored brown hair; he
had eyeglasses and he had quite a Jewish
cast to his face, and that individual is named
Goodman or Goldman, but in any event he is
the local lobbyist for Walter Reuther.

“I remember a conversation of that sort
or in that place, so that this also might mean
something to Mr. Fitzgerald. The conversa-
tion concerned the desire of Walter Reuther,
in the event the Government should convict
in this case, to be allowed to file a brief
amicus curiae in the court of appeals in
support of the conviction, and in that con-
versation I said that if they made any effort
to do 1t, I would oppose it. There is a pos-
sible party who was there throughout the
trial and who I do remember talking to; that
might be of some help.

“Mr. BURRINSHAW. May I express an opin-
ion on the record? The girl involved is the
reporter for the CIO newspaper.”

It seems very likely that this Mr. Goodman
is none other than the Leo Goodman, direc-
tor of the CIO National Housing Committee,
who testified before the Buchanan commit-
tee and attacked the CCG and its activities,
including our sending out franked material.

Louis Little, the first counsel to the
Buchanan committee, on his first visit to our
offices said, “If you're going to publish a book,
Why the Taft-Hartley Law? and if the labor
leaders do not like that, why shouldn't they
know if their bosses, in a city like Milwaukee,
buy that book in gquantities and distrib-
ute 1t?"

During the whole proceedings the labor
press, directly informed by Buchanan, had
carried on, week by week, a bitter campaign,
featuring attacks upon us. Frank Edwards,
A.F. of L. radio commentator, gave up part of
his radio time for Frank Buchanan’s libelous
attacks upon us, charging that our book sales
were a phony sales dodge the night before
Dr. Rumely's first appearance before the
Buchanan committee, This showed a care=-
fully planned campaign, worked out in ad-
vance, centering upon book sales because of
the mass distribution of The Road Ahead,

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on Monday and
Tuesday next, after the legislative pro-
gram and the conclusion of special or-
ders heretofore granted, I may address
the House for 15 minutes on each
occasion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DAviS
of Tennessee). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION
ACT, 1952

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 3880) making appro-
priations for the Executive Office and
sundry independent executive bureaus,
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boards, commissions, corporations, agen-
cies, and offices for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes.

Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that general de-
bate be limited to 4 hours, half of the
time to be controlled by the gentleman
from California [Mr. PH1LLIPS] and half
by the majority on this side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Texas?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. THoMAs].

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 3880, with
Mr. CHELF in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the consent
agreement the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. THOoMas] will be recognized for 2
hours and the gentleman from California
[Mr. PriLLrps] for 2 hours.

The gentleman from Texas is rec-
ognized.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 5 minutes,

Mr. Chairman, let me discuss the high
points in the bill for just a few minutes.
I respectfully ask the membership to
turn to the report of the committee.
Our clerks, Mr, Duvall and Mr. Skarin,
have worked hard upon this report.
The gentleman from California [Mr.
Puirrips], myself, and other members
of the committee have changed and re-
vised, changed again and revised fur-
ther, and we commend it- to you; we
think it is complete and that it will give
you a lot of meat, particularly the facts
and figures in most, if not all, of the big
items.

If you will turn to the tabulation in
the back of the report you will find two
plus items over the 1952 budget estimates.
But that is misleading as to the item for
the National Capital Housing Authority.
The budget left that item out. As well
as I remember it was only $32,000 for
operating expenses, and the way the
budget had set it up was that it would by-
pass the Congress and use its own funds.
Therefore when the committee got a
look at its operating expense it changed
the budget language and put it back in
the hands of the House, as formerly,
where the Congress could appropriate
the Housing people’s own money, so tech-
nically it is carried as a plus over the
budget when in truth and in fact it is
not. In effect, you do not appropriate
additional money; you merely give them
authority under direction of the Con-
gress to use funds deposited by the Au-
thority into the Treasury.

There is another item in the tabula-
tion which has a plus sign, and the re-
mainder of the 40 or 50 items have minus
signs under the budget estimates. The
committee after much friendly argu-
ment, and I might say that there is not
any partisanship on this committee be-
cauce it deals with independent agencies
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purely—90 percent of them—boards and
commissions on which both parties are
represented; therefore we do take a non-
partisan attitude. But as I say we com-
promised our differences and we went
above the budget in allowing $65 a month
to about 800 cadet midshipmen in the
Merchant Marine School at Kings Point,
N. ¥. Outside of those items there were
no increases.

We think the language in the bill saves
many millions of dollars. This bill, of
course, is made up of a great many items,
some 35 agencies, and some of the agen-
cies consist of two or three parts. Take,
for instance, the Housing and Home
Finance Agency which is made up of the
Office of the Administrator, the Federal
Housing Administration, the Public
Housing Administration, the Home Own-
ers’ Loan Corporation, and the Home
Loan Bank Board. And while I am men-
tioning HOLC, let me give you this news,
if I may. In 1934, if my memory serves
me correctly, the Congress created the
old Home Owners Loan Corporation.
Mr. Chairman, you are through with it
now. We wound it up this year and you
will not have to look at it any more I
hope. What a grand job they have done.
When it is all wound up you will find it
has not cost the taxpayers of this coun-
try one red cent. On the contrary, it
has turned back into the Treasury, after
doing this magnificent job, a profit of
$15,000,000.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. In addition to
that, it saved thousands and thousands
of homes.

Mr. THOMAS. That is correct.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Which is not only
valuable from the material angle but
also from the spiritual and the govern-
mental angle because family life is the
basis of society.

Mr. THOMAS., They did a magnifi-
cent job for thousands and thousands
of home owners.

Mr. McCORMACK. All under Demo-
cratic administrations.

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman is
right.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman from Texas has expired.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Chairman, I yield
myself two additional minutes.

Mr. Chairman, there are three big
items in the bill. One of them is for
the Veterans’ Administration. There
has been a big reduction from last year
amounting to about $1,832,095,000. Ap-
propriations for 1951 amounted to nearly
$6,000,000,000 and next year they will be
about $4,000,000,000. That comes about
in spite of the fact that we are going to
put in operation in 1952 10,250 new hos-
pital beds and, incidentally, we grant
them 10,895 new employees, more than
one new employee to every bed. So we
are taking care of our sick veterans. The
reduction comes about by virtue of the
fact that the training programs are grad-
ually getting lower and lower. We still
have a remnant of the 52-20 group, but
that will be wound up, too, very soon.

Another big item is the Atomic Energy
Commission. They requested about
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$1,200,000,000. We have required a re-
duction of nearly $70,000,000 and I think
they could stand a little further reduc-
tion, but it is a very vital agency and we
hope they will economize. The Atomic
Energy Commission is made up of grand,
patriotic men. They have a difficult job.
I do not want to minimize their effort.
They are surrounded with secrecy and
it may be sometimes that the secrecy de-
tracts from their efficiency rather than
adding to it, but, still, they must obey
the secrecy rules written into the act.
I think they do, by and large, a good job
but we do hope they will watch their
construction costs. They are spending
n ore money than anybody in the Gov-
ernment for construction outside of the
armed services.

The other big item is the Civil Service
Commission. Of course, the lion’s share
of that is for an item, as the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. Rees] well knows, we
cannot do very much about. That is the
retirement fund for civil-service em-
ployees. However, we did reduce that
$20,000,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Texas has again ex-
pired.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 13 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee
brings this bill to the floor with con-
siderable pride in its accomplishments,
in which pride the minority econcurs,
at least in the attempted accomplish-
ment of keeping down the expenses of
Government from year to year. As you
follow the suggestions of the gentle-
man from Texas and look at the requests
and the cuts which appear in the back
of the report you will find we have done
what I think should be considered a
credible job. I think also I should say
that we take considerable pride in our
chairman. We have a chairman who has
the ability to grasp and to retain in very
great detail the figures which are
brought before us in the justifications. I
doubt if many of you know that this
particular subcommittee has the budget
requests of 35 agencies of Government,
each having a separate objective and,
therefore, a separate type of work, and
that, in addition to all the material
presented to us in the original bound
document, we have a supplementary pile
of justifications in mimeographed or
typed form which would extend that high
from the table. It is a very arduous
job, it is a job which takes practically
all of the time of the Members from
the middle of January until we come
to the floor of the House with the bill.

It has been a pleasure for me to work
on the subcommittee in the 5 years that
I have been there; first under the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wig-
GLEswoRTH] and now under the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Tromas] and
with the other Members on both sides,
minority and majority, and with two
very cooperative and able members of
the staff, William Duvall and Homer
Skarin. I think you should share our
entitlement to a certain amount of pride
in the results when you compare the
figures which we set up for this year in
the bill with the requests made by the
Bureau of the Budget.
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I am, however, more and more firmly
convinced as the days go by that this
is not the entire comparison we should
make, and if we are to do anything about
the rising costs of Government and the
rising centralization of power, we have
to make other comparisons of figures.
Therefore, if you were to take the ex-
penditures of the departments and
agencies, the costs to the taxpayers for
the year 1939, and then take them for
the year 1947, if you wish, as I have them
on this sheet, and then the requests
which those agencies made for fiscal
year 1952, and then, of course, the fourth
column would be the amount that we
have allowed them out of those requests,
you would be somewhat concerned as
I am somewhat concerned. The Civil
Service Commission, of which the gen-
tleman from Texas just spoke and with
which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
Rees] is personally familiar, had an
appropriation of $78,000,000 in 1939. In
1947 that had jumped to $236,500,000,
and for the current year the Commis-
sion asked for $343,000,600, and we al-
Jowed them $321,000,000. That is an
increase of 339 percent in the 12-year
period and an increase in the 5-year
period of 45 percent. The Federal Power
Commission jumped from $1,900,000 to
$3,735,000 and in 5 years to $4,338,600.
The recent 5 years is the comparison we
should make, because that is the post-
war comparison. That is the period
in which the present occupant of the
‘White House has been the President of
the United States, and he was the post-
war President. I have not included in
these figures the figures for the war pe-
riods except as they might have jumped
from prewar to the immediate post-
war period.

Next is the Federal Trade Commission
which jumped from 2.1 millions to 2.8
between 1937 and 1947 and then jumped
a cool million in the last 5 years.

General Services Administration is
difficult to figure, because it is a com-
bination of other agencies. I have at-
tempted in this analysis to take those
agencies which are now in the General
Services Administration and show that
those same agencies in 1939 received
$480,000,000; in 1947 they had jumped
only to $578,000,000, but in the inter-
vening 5 years they have jumped to
$1,650,000,000, which is an increase in 5
years of 244 percent. So, you go on down,
and if any of you have any special inter-
ests I will be very glad to tell you the
figures, These are only in our subcom-
mittee bill, and outside of that you have
the same thing. Federal Security
jumped from $758 million to $928 million
and then in 5 years made an enormous
jump to $2,154483,011. Commerce
jumped from $239,000,000 in 8 years to
$368,000,000, and chen doubled to $761,-
000,000, a 218 percent jump. This does
not include the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion, and I have not included the Na-
tional Advisory Committee on Aeronau-
tics, both of which are defense items.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle=
man from California.

Mr. JOHNSON. I wonder if the gen=-
tleman would be kind enough to explain
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the item on page 37 regarding strategic
and critical materials, Have they been
eliminated?

Mr. PHILLIPS. No, they were not
eliminated. They came up and got the
money in advance of this bill. They re-
ceived from us last year $3,038,548,370.
Presently they have on hand $1,-
623,543,734. We are very sensitive on the
subject of strategic material and have
never denied them any money.

Mr, JOHNSON. I am glad to hear
that.

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman is a
very able member of that subcommittee.

Mr. JOHNSON. I did not think that
they had abandoned the efforts that they
are making.

Mr. PHILLIPS. They are not aban-
doning them. The gentleman need have
no concern. We are glad to follow the
advice of his subcommittee,

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts.

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. I call the
gentleman's attention to a proviso that
has already been referred to, on page 45
of the bill.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman
permit me to finish the thought I was
just concluding and then come back to
that and answer the question?

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. I will be very
glad to.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Before I am ques-
tioned on other matters, my thought is
that we have come to a place in the his-
tory of the Congress when we must rec-
ognize that something more must be done
to save the integrity of the dollar, to save
the economy of the United States, than
just a nominal cut in the requests which
come to us from the President through
the Bureau of the Budget. As I see it,
that can be done only in some three or
four ways, other than w2 are doing now.

The first of those ways obviously is
to improve the procedures of govern-
ment. There is no excuse in the world
for asking for 450,000 additional em-
ployees, as I read in the paper the other
day, until we have exhausted every pos-
sibility of improving the procedures of
domestic government so the same num-
ber of people can do a greater amount
of work.

As I remarked, to the surprise of some
of my colleagues in the full committee
when this was brought up, it so happens
that this is a very personal matter with
me. For a year and a half in World
War I, I was on duty in the Ordnance
Departmeni, attempting to change the
procedures of that department in such a
way that the same number of people
could do an increasing amount of work.
You see how old-fashioned we were.
This year we would have rushed up to
the Appropriations Committee and asked
for 10,000 additional employees. But
we did not know that was the thing to
do. We thought then it was the desir-
able and economic thing to use the same
number of people to a greater possible
usefulness.

The second thing we can do is being
partly done, but it ean be carried out
more broadly; that is, if this is a war
emergency, we should not confine our-
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selves still to the 40-hour week. Just a
44-hour week would make unnecessary
about 5 percent of the people who are
currently being asked for.

There is a third thing we can do. I
shall offer one amendment, when the
bill is read for amendment tomorrow,
which will test the desire of the House
for economy by lifting out from the Fed-
eral Government a complete function,
a very minor function, a very simple
little funection which involves only
$150,000, but a function which is a reec-
ognized duplication of work presently
being done better and more economically
in every State of the United States.

Finally, we should say, I think, to all
the States of the United States, “We are
$257,000,000,000 in the red. Every one of
you is boasting that you have money in
your treasury.” My State has an-
nounced to the world that it will finish
this fiscal year with $51,000,000 surplus.
So there is absolutely no excuse for the
States’ coming to us, even under normal
circumstances, and asking us to pay for
things which from time immemorial
have been done by the States or have
been done by business or have been done
by individuals. This is not a normal
time. This is an emergency, when the
children in the family must assume some
of the obligations and the debts and the
expenses of the parents, who are so
deeply in debt. That, I think, we must
put across to our own States first, and
we may as well begin now.

Those are things that I do want the
House to think about.

Now, may I come back to the question
of the gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. I call the
gentleman’s attention to the proviso on
page 45 of the bill, which limits the pay-
ment of operating subsidies fo not ex-
ceeding 1450 voyages, including the
number of voyages under contracts
hereafter awarded.

Mr, PHILLIPS. There has been a
great deal of discussion about that. I
think there is argument on both sides.
The committee feels that that number
should not be in excess of the actual
number of voyages which will be under-
taken, and therefore for which an op-
erating subsidy will be required.

The gentleman will remember that I,
myself, was on the floor a year ago in
behalf of the inclusion of vessels which
had filed applications for voyages, but
those applications had not yet been acted
upon. I still feel the same way. I am
hopeful that before we come to this in
the bill an exact fizure may be obtain-
able which wi'l tell us whether or not
1,450 is correct.

That was the figure this committee
had to work. The figure of 1,434 voyages
were given us as the voyages contem-
plated during the current fiscal year.
The committee raisecd that to 1,450, If
there is a technical point involved that
that money may not be used for these
not-yet-contracted voyages, then I think
we should learn that and make some cor-
rection of it.

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. I notice on
page 1464 of the hearings, pursuant to
the request made by the gentleman from
California [Mr. PmiLrips] of Admiral
Cochran, a table indicating that there
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is contemplated an average number. of
voyages to the number of 1,523 in the
fiscal year 1952; and that if applications
pending but not included in the fiscal
1952 budget be considered, there would
appear to be another 300 voyages in the
picture. Does not the gentleman think
that the number of voyages provided for
in the bill should be increased?

Mr. PHILLIPS. I think that is a pos-
sibility and I think the gentleman’s point
is worth exploring. All I can say at the
moment is that come very distinguished
members of the Maritime Administration
of the Department of Commerce are
presently being quoted with differing
fisuies and we should determine that
before tomorrow.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, PHILLIPS. I yield.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I was inter-
ested in the gentleman’s statement that
there was a situation there to correct and
on which he proposed to offer an amend-
ment, but I do not think he specified
just what portion of the bill was involved.

Mr. PHILLIPS. I was going fo indi-
cate that when I offered the amendment.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield.

Mr. DONDERO. At the bottom of page
37 of the report appear two items with
a minus sign before them. One is for
the Federal court building in fthe Dis-
trict of Columbia, and the other for the
General Accounting Office building. Do
I understand from reading those figures
that both of those buildings have now
been completed and that no further
money is needed?

Mr. PHILLIPS, The answer is “Yes.”
The distinguished gentleman from Mich-
igan has a natural interest in these out-
standing public buildings. The authori-
zations came from the Committee on
Public Works, in the session when he
served as its chairman.

Mr. DONDERO, I thank the gentle-
man.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, we
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. YATES].

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, at the
outset I would like to join with my col-
league on the subcommittee, the rank-
ing member, Mr. PuILLips, in paying a
well-deserved tribute to the chairman of
our subcommittee, ArLperr TrHOMAS, of
Texas.

This was the first chance I had to ob-
serve the chairman of our subcommittee
in action. I was constantly amazed by
the experience, the perspicacity, and the
complete knowledge and thorough under-
standing with which the gentleman from
Texas attacked the problem before us of
obtaining the facts with reference to the
justification for appropriations of the 35
agencies appearing before our subcom-
mittee. As the gentleman from Cali-
fornia pointed out, the justifications pre-
sented to our subcommittee, if laid end
to end, would stack up about 5 feet from
the floor, and the gentleman from Texas
painstakingly and diligently analyzed
each of those appropriations so that when
testimony was taken, he was thoroughly
conversant with the material and able to

direct the examination in order that
maximum benefit could be derived.

I want also to thank very much the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr., AN-
DREWS], the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Gorel, and Mr. PuiLLips for their
cooperation and friendship in making
the difficult job of understanding the ap-
propriations not as difficult and not as
complex as it would otherwise have been,
and I know that Mr. Coupert, of New
York, and Mr. CorroN, of New Hamp-
shire, who like myself were newcomers
to the committee, share my viewpoint on
this.

On the whole, there was basic agree-
ment between the members of our sub-
committee on the appropriations. There
were some differences, and rather sharp
differences. I personally disagreed with
the other members of the subcommittee
on the appropriations for the Housing
and Home Finance Agency. I disagreed
with the members of the subcommittee
with respect to the appropriations for the
Federal Trade Commission for another,
and there were other differences, as
there are bound to be in an appropria-
tion bill of this size.

For the first time, our subcommittee
went into a new question, the question
as to whether or not there should be
charges and fees made by regulatory
agencies of the Government for many of
the services which they render to those
who come within their jurisdiction. One
of the great problems that faces our
country is the difficulty of the regulatory
commissions to cope with the complexi-
ties of our growing industrialized soci-
ety, to deal with the regulatory problems
for which they were created and with
which they are confronted. A realistic
appraisal of their function requires in-
creased appropriations, because their
problems and difficulties grow as our
economy grows. As an example I cite
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion. The Federal Communications
Commission grants franchises, licenses,
certificates of convenience and necessity,
if you will, to all broadcasting stations
upon application for such licenses, fran-
chises, and certificates. The Commission
undertakes extensive hearings first in
connection with a construction permit;
secondly on the question as to the allo-
cation of the position of a particular
broadcaster in the spectrum of mego-
cycles over which the Federal Commu-
nications Commission has control. That
is a pretty difficult job and a complicat-
ed job, and entails extensive hearings by
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion. The taxpayers pay every dollar of
the charges and of the costs that go into
that hearing. The companies pay noth-
ing, other than taxes, and I think it is
only fair that in exchange for the fran-
chise that the Government gives the
broadcasting company and the protec-
tion which the Government affords to
such broadcasting company to assure its
freedom from interference in the opera-
tion of its broadcasting facilities in the
particular point of the spectrum which it
occupies, that it should pay some of the
costs of the hearings. It is perfectly
proper that the franchised company
make a profit, and there has been much
profit making, Such companies should
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assume a greater share of the costs, be-
cause regulation is necessary. I think
also that the Government should be able
to recapture some of the costs that go
into the hearings of the other regula-
tory agencies. Such fees are appropri-
ate for many of the hearings which
take place before the Interstate Com-
merce Commission. I know that in my
home city of Chicago the city requires
the owner of every building which oper-
ates a passenger elevator to obtain a li-
cense for that elevator, and in order to
recoup the costs for inspection in such
licensing it requires a rather nominal
license fee,

The Interstate Commerce Commission
is required to inspect locomotives of rail-
roads, safety appliances, signaling
systems, various facilities of that type.
The Government pays every cent for
this operation. In addition to that,
much of the work of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission is involved with hear-
ings on applications for certificates of
convenience and necessity for bus lines
and other common carriers. The Gov-
ernment assumes the complete cost of
such hearings in spite of the fact that
here again it grants a franchise which
is very valuable to the company making
the application, and in the operation of
which franchise it is protected from
competition.

Each of the Commissioners who ap-
peared before us was asked his opinion
as to whether or not it was feasible to
charge for a portion of the operations of
the agency, and in each event the Com-
missioner thought that it would be prac-
ticable. Not only that, one Commis-
sioner expréssed the viewpoint that such
a practice would not only be feasible,
but would deter and do away with many
superflious applications. Therefore,
the subcommittee in its deliberations de-
cided to put a new legislative section into
the bill which would permit each of the
agencies to appraise its own operations
to see whether or not it would be possible
to recapture for the Government some
of the costs that the Government incurs
in connection with this regulation
through the establishment of a schedule
of fees.

The second point that I would like to
discuss is the appropriation for the Fed-
eral Trade Commission. I have no
quarrel with the appropriation as such,
but my disagreement with the others on
the subcommittee relates to the portion
of the report which states that the item
of $25,000 for an index of the concentra-
tion of wealth has been siricken from
the bill. I do not know what effect that
statement in the report has. I do not
believe it is legally controlling upon the
Commission, but I believe that if the
Commission disregarded it, it would be
criticized, to say the least. I believe it
is extremely important, particularly at
this time when we are moving into a
period of rearmament that we know the
direction in which industry is moving in
this country. Is there increasing mo=-
nopoly growth? How much? We know
that in the last war, in World War II,
the Government concentrated the
awarding of the major portion of its
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prime contracts in the hands of rela-
tively few big businesses, and I think
that the work of the Federal Trade Com-
mission at that time in bringing forward
the facts showing the number of con-
tracts that went to big business, the
number of contracts that went to small
business, the direction in which industry
in this country was moving, was a very
valuable survey. I think that now as we
move into this period of rearmament, as
we appropriate billions and billions of
dollars which will go into the industrial
output, into the industrial building up of
this Nation, it is necessary for us to know
where that money is going. We must
have facts in this Congress if we are to
legislate intelligently. The Federal
Trade Commission is responsible for pre-
senting us with facts on monopoly
growth, and if we refuse to give them
funds with which to do our work, we are
not only being recreant, but foolhardy.
It is necessary for us to be able to de-
termine whether big business is snuffing
out competition, to determine whether
small business is destined to be excluded
entirely from the economy of our
country.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Illinois has expired.
| Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield the gentleman 10 additional
minutes.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, all of us
agree that the greatest weapon we have
in our fight against an enemy and
against communism is the industrial po-
tential of this country. To my mind one
of the most vital parts of that industrial
potential is the tremendous number of
small businesses that are scatfered
throughout the length and breadth of
this Nation. If we find that more and
more Government business is being
channelled into big business, and that
just cannot be avoided, small business
will fall by the wayside and, to use a
phrase of the Senate Small Business
Committee, our pathway will be strewn
with their corporate corpses.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. YATES. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. JOHNSON. I came in touch with
this problem that the gentleman is talk-
ing about when we drafted the termina-
tion of war contracts bill. In the last
war out in my area we had the small
businesses out there form pools in the
city of Stockton and in the city of
Sacramento and they would handle the
business for 8, 10, or 15 companies. We
must take the latent ability, experience,
and ingenuity of these small businesses
and use it. Some of the small-business
men are the smartest businessmen in the
country although they do not make the
most money.

I want to mention one instance. I was
out in Chicago looking into the termi-
nation of war contracts in connection
with the Ordnance Division out there
and I found a little man from St. Paul
who started with 40 employees. At the
end of the war when we talked to him
he was trying to terminate contracts and
paying a $12,900,000 income-tax return.
So it shows what can be done by small
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business if it is properly organized and
given the right kind of work to do.

Mr. YATES. 1 agree with what the
gentleman has said and I thank him for
the statement.

The point I am making, and I plead it
with utmost earnestness, is that it is
vitally important that we know what
the condition of big business and small
business is in this country. We must
have facts. It is necessary that we be
able to trace any concentration of
wealth toward monopoly because un-
less we do that we have no basis upon
which to draft legislation in this Con-
gress and we have no basis upon which
to protect the small business of the
country,

Mr, JOHNSON. I concur heartily in
what the gentleman has said, We want
to find out if there is a concentration of
wealth and we ought to know the tend-
ency and the direction it is going.

Mr. YATES. Of course, we have to
have those facts. Here we are appro-
priating in excess of $6,000,000,000 in the
pending bill. Twenty-five thousand dol-
lars is all that will be required to permit
the Federal Trade Commission to con-
tinue with its study of the concentra-
tion of wealth in this country. In my
opinion, it would be foolhardy, it would
be false economy, if we did not permit
that agency to continue that study at
this particular time,

Let me cite in support of my point
what the Hoover Commission has said
on what should be the proper function
of the Federal Trade Commission, It is
directed right to this particular point:

In addition, the Federal Trade Commission
can and should constitute a reservoir of in-
formation on the structure of the economy
and of specific industries, This information
should be avallable to the antitrust agen-
cles and to other Government agencies, such
as those concerned with defense. By its re-
ports to Congress and the public, the Com~
mission should keep them abreast of changes
in the structure of the economy and aware
of needed legislative action.

Mr. Chairman, that is an eminently
correct statement. Only the Federal
Trade Commission can nrake a survey of
this type; there is no other agency in
the Government that can undertake it.

MaAy 3

Every agency in the Government is re-
quired to file an annual report, but there
is no central agency that I know of,
with the exception of the Federal Trade
Commission, that can collate this ma-
terial, that can join it together, so that
we in the Congress may be made aware
of the direction of business growth in
this country.

My other major point of disagreement
with the other members of the subcom-
mittee is in connection with the provi-
sions relating to the Public Housing Ad-
ministration.

Under the terms of the Housing Act of
1949 the Public Housing Administration
was given the responsibility of construct-
ing 135,000 units per year. In view of
restrictions on building materials, in
view of the demands for the use of build-
ing materials for defense purposes, the
Bureau of the Budget cut that number
to 75,000 units. I insist there is no justi-
fication in the hearings which warrant a
further cut; however, this subcommittee
arbitrarily and without reason cut the
number of these units to 50,000. What
this does, in my opinion, is to upset the
schedule for public housing in all cities
throughout the country, and every
metropolitan community desperately
needs housing.

The chairman stated, and I think his
statement was accurate as far as it went,
that under the Public Housing Act of
1949, in the event that all of the 810,000
are constructed, there might be a maxi-
mum contribution demanded of the Fed-
eral Governnrent of $320,000,000 per
year. That would assume, however, that
all of the units provided for under the
Housing Act of 1949 were constructed be-
fore that maximum guaranty went info
effect. That is the maximum amount
which the Federal Government would be
required to pay under any consideration.
But let us look at the facts. The Chair-
man’s statement should be compared
with actual facts relating to the Housing
Act of 1937 under which the Federal
Government also was required to make
a similar contribution. Under previous
Federal housing acts the actual contribu-
tions of the Federal Government were as
follows:

Relationship of actual contributions to contract contributions, United States Housing

Act program

Public Law 412 Public Law 671 Total
Wl ns Contract | P Contract | P Contract P_
ontrac er= ontrac 'ar- ontra: er-
A/C/paid AJC cont | A/C paid | “UGe™ | Gong | A/C paid A/C cont
$4, 747, 176 | $4, 747,176 | 100.0 §4,747,176 | $4, 747,176 | 100.0
9,925,891 | 11,238,051 | 882 9,025 801 | 11,258,051 | 8.2
, 13,040,252 | 75.7 |- 0,882,882 | 13,040,252 | 757
-] 10,120,997 | 14,436,885 | 7002 |TT o g 10,120,907 | 14,436,885 | 70.2
8,651,023 | 14,477,960 | 60.0 |7$i0,377 | 36, 615,560 | 0.6 | 8722300 | 21,008 538 | 414
7000344 | 14500970 | 480 | 45301 | eense9| 7| 7136736 | 2 m7ses | 838
5,612,387 | 14,500,187 | 88,7 | 54,243 | 6615509 | .8| 5666630 | 21,124,756 | 26.8
3,810,872 | 14,519,550 | 26.2 | 120,533 | 6615569 | 2.0[13940,405 | 21,185,119 | 18.8
3,842,417 | 14,770,515 | 26.0 | 452,663 | 6615560 | 6.8 [14,205080 | 21,386,084 | 20.1
5,830,040 | 14,855,753 | 39.3 | 679,692 | 6615500 | 10.3 |16 518732 | 217471,322 | 30.4
6, 348, 921 14, 855, 753 42.7 | 1,151,079 6, 615, 560 17.4 7, 500, 000 21, 471,322 34.9
75,012,850 | 145,082,070 | 52.0 | 2,552,978 | 46,308,083 | 5.5 | 78,465,828 | 102,201,053 | 40.8

1 Includes retroactive pilot as provided by Housing Act of 1949 (Public Law 171).

This shows no payment of the maxi-
mum contributions, and I hold that these
figures are indicative as to what the con-

tributions would be under the Housing
Act of 1949. The Bureau of the Budget
cut the number of units to 75 000 rather
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than 135,000. That im itself cut the
amount of contributions from the maxi-
mum amount, so that we know thot under
no possible interpretation would the Fed-
eral Government ever be compelled to
pay the maximum amount to which the
chairman referred in his principal ad-
dress.

Leaving that point, I would like to
ask for clarification of page 58 of the
bill, and I should like to have the view-
point of the chairman on this. Line 16
refers to an amount of $33,000,000 and
is a part of a proviso which says:

That all expenses of the Public Housing
Administration not specifically limited in
this act, In carrying out its duties imposed
by or pursuant to law shall not exceed
$33,000,000.

What does that item refer to? Does
it refer to the actual operating expenses
of the Public Housing Administration?

Mr. THOMAS. Let me say to my dis-
tinguished colleague from Illinois that
this expense is broken down into two
parts: administrative and nonadminis=
trative. The administrative expense is
that expense that is incurred primarily
for salaries and expenses in the District
of Columbia. The items that are pointed
out on line 16 amounting to $33,000,000
is what we call the nonadministrative
expenses. That is all of those operating
costs that are incurred in the field, plus
interest, and so forth, and so on. We
were advised this morning that the figure
of $33,000,000, nonadministrative ex-
pense, is an error; that it is about $15,-
000,000 more, making a total of approxi-
mately $49,000,000 for nonadministrative
expenses. But those are the items
covered in that figure.

Mr. YATES. Inother words, the items
jneluded within this appropriation are
the items for direct operations, site in-
spections, and direct disposition ex-
penses. Certainly it is not intended to
include, for instance, amounts necessary
for funded expenses.

Mr. THOMAS, That is right. What
we have done, as the gentleman well
knows, since they are spending in 1952
not $33,000,000 for nonadministrative
expenses but possibly $49,000,000, the
committee has requested them in the
future to break that expense down and
submit it to the commiftee so that we
can pass judgment on it and in turn
submit it to the House for its judgment
and consideration. That has not been
done in the past.

Mr, YATES. Ithank thechairman. I
certainly hope that the 25,000 units that
were cut from the act by the action of
the subcommittee will be restored. I
know that as we move into this war
period, housing in my own city of Chi-
cago is becoming critically more and
more in short supply. The buildings
that have been built under section 608
of the housing law have not provided
the type of dwellings necessary for the
war workers, for those who are employees
and laborers in the defense plants. I
think it is vitally essential; I think it is
fundamental that the housing program
should be permitted to continue so that

as workers move into defense areas like
Chicago there will be some provision
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made for housing them. Already over-
crowded, teeming cities cannot absorb
additional workers without more hous-
ing accommodations.

I should like to refer the attention
of the House to the committee hearings.
Look at pages 1769 and the following
and read what Rev. Thomas B. Keehn
of the Council for Social Action of the
Congregational Christian Churches, and
Rt. Rev. John A. O'Grady of the National
Conference of Catholic Charities had to
say when they appeared before the sub-
committee. They pointed out the dire
necessity for continuing the housing
program at this critical time. Buildings
are getting more and more crowded.
They need rehabilitation. Slums are
growing. The only thing we can do is
keep up with the evergrowing problem.
I hope that when we come to a con-
sideration of this point the House will
see fit to restore the additional units
that are needed.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. Sixes], a member of the
committee.

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Chairman, I do not
know of any group of men in whom I
have greater confidence than the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. THomas] and his
subcommittee, who have brought this hill
before us. Iam confident that feeling is
generally shared here.

T have just listened, as you have, fo an
able statement by the gentleman from
Iilinois [Mr. YaTesl. I was particularly
impressed with him as a new member
of this great committee. He talked with
wisdom, he showed a soundness and
thoroughness and a conscientious ap-
proach that anyone could be proud to
show. It does not follow that I neces-
sarily agree with all the points that he
raised, but I am profoundly impressed
with him as one of my colleagues in this
House.

I rise to discuss with complete frank-
ness the increase in the amount of money
proposed for allocation to the White
House offices. I am not going to offer
an amendment on this subject, but I do
want to focus attention on it. In fiscal
1951 the White House offices received an
appropriation of $1,585,000, whereas in
fiscal 1952 it is proposed that they re-
ceive $1,883,000, an increase of $300,000.

Three hundred thousand dollars is not
a lot of money as we think of money and
as we appropriate it nowadays, but a
$300,000 increase in this item is 20 per=
cent more than was appropriated last
year for the same purpose. It provides
for 35 additional employees in fscal
1952, more travel money, and more odds
and ends of expenses, where we had
hoped to see savings. If you break it
down to a per capita basis, it means that
this is going to take the tax payments of
many persons each year for this one
item of increased cost of Government.

The record shows it was passed over
by the committee without a great deal of
discussion or comment, I presume largely
out of respect for the office of President
of the United States. I do not quarrel
with that. I think it is understandable.
But I want to point out, Mr, Chairman,
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that the President himself stated in his
budget message to Congress:

In order that our resources can be diverted
to meet the demands of national security,
strict economy in nondefense spending is re-
quired.

I have seen nothing in the justifica-
tions to indicate that the increase pro-
posed in this item is dictated by consid-
erations of national security or defense,
or that it would even operate to relieve
the President of any of the tremendous
burden which we know he must person-
ally carry.

In the great effort to achieve economy
which the Committee on Appropriations
and the House as a whole is making this
year, we should not consider the White
House staff or the Congress or any other
agency of Government as exempt from
efforts to economize, Instead, the head
of the Government should lead and
should set a pattern to hold down costs
in every possible way.

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SIKES. I yield.

Mr. GORE. There is much merit to
the suggestion of the gentleman from
Florida in the opinion of the gentleman
from Tennessee, but does not the gen-
tleman realize with what reluctance a
subcommittee of the Commitiee on Ap-
propriations would recommend cuts in
the staff of the office of the President?
Is it not on all fours with the institu-
tion of cuts in the expenses of the other
body by a House committee?

Mr. SIKES. I think I pointed out,
as I went along, that I recognize it is
difficult for one of us in the House of
Representatives to overcome our reluc-
tance to point a finger at an office that we
respect as greatly as we respect the office
of the President and it is with reluctance
that we point a finger at the Senate and
say “We find it necessary that we tell you
how much money you can use or should
use to run your own personal business.”
While it is difficult for us to do that,
we at the same time are not prevented
from saying, “We urge in greatest sin-
cerity that you, Mr. President, and you,
the Senate, as well as we, the House
of Representatives, make every effort
that can properly be made to hold down
expenses.”

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, SIKES, I yield.

Mr. GROSS. I commend the gentle-
man very highly on the observations that
he has made. I hope he offers an
amendment to trim those added ex-
penses from the President’s budget. Cer-
tainly he ought to be held to what he had
last year and perhaps cut some from
that. He has been doing a lot of talking
about belt tightening and sacrifices. He
should share in it, too.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Florida has expired.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, if it is
agreeable now to the gentleman from
Alabama, I will yield 18 minutes to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ARM-
sTRONG]. I believe the gentleman has
consented also to yield 10 minutes to him.
I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman,
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that the gentleman may proceed out of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, we
yield the gentleman 10 minutes.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr, Chairman, T
greatly appreciate the kindness of the
gentleman from California and the gen-
tleman from Alabama in yielding this
time.

Mr. Chairman, I have been attempting
to make this brief report on my trip to
the Far East since my return some 2
weeks ago, when the distinguished gen-
tleman from South Carolina, WILLIAM
JENNINGS BRYAN DorwN, and I returned
after visiting Japan, Korea, Formosa,
and other points in what I might term
a “spirit of bipartisan cooperation.”
The gentleman from South Carolina
[Mr, Dorn] and I made the trip as indi-
vidual Congressmen and American citi-
zens. We were privilegzed to inspect
most of our military installations in
Japan and to visit the bases, camps, and
the fighting front of the Korean war.
We made an intense and earnest study
of the conditions and problems confront-
ing our commanders, our troops, our
sources of supply, and civilian activities
in that troubled area of the world.

My distinguished colleague from South
Carolina is a veteran of World War II,
while I am a veteran of World War I.
We hoped that we might find and bring
back to our colleagues in the House of
Representatives such information and
reports as would be helpful to all of us,
whether in the majority or in the minor-
ity. We hoped to help shape the course
of legislation for the defense of the free
world. I am happy here to say that no
one could have devoted himself more
wholeheartedly to this task than the
honorable young Member, the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. Dorwl. I
hope that he, too, may soon have time to
make a report on his observations.

Mr. Chairman, all of us are agreed on
the danger that we face, and with the re-
alization of what is before us there can
be no partisanship. Iam concerned that
in the discussion of foreign affairs there
shall be no partisan words. My party
has a duty to perform in offering con-
structive criticism and the majority party
has a duty to perform in offering leader=-
ship and in accepting constructive criti-
cism when it is due. But we are cer-
tainly united in our desire to win this
war in Korea as quickly as possible with
the loss of as few lives as possible. On
that score there can be no debate. There
can be differences of opinion in regard
to the proper method of winning the war
as quickly as possible. We have been
hearing some of those differences of
opinion. But we are united, whether of
the majority or minority, in the spirit
of helpfulness to all of the people of our
country. I emphasize that because I
have been asked why this member of the
majority party and I made a trip as in-
dividual Congressmen and American citi-
zens without committee authorization
and paying our own way. I say to you
that we did it for the same reason that
any of you would, in order to try to find
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the answer to some of these grave prob-
lems confronting us in the Far East.

I believe my distinguished colleague
will back me up in reporting that the
Korean engagement has demonstrated
the success of the unification of our
armed services. There are still many
problems to be worked out, of course;
but we contacted many of the command-
ers of our land troops, of the Marines,
of our naval forces, and most frequently
those commanders who were our hosts
on this trip, the Air Force. Everywhere
we asked the question in regard to how
unification was working. Everywhere
we received the same answer, that our
armed services are now working as an
efficient team. That team is well co-
ordinated in combat as well as in the
supplying of ammunition and other ma-
terials of war, and in all operations
necessary to such an engagement as that
in Korea.

There is an unfavorable note, however,
and I report it to you frankly. As we
talked to the commanders in Japan and
then in Korea, we sensed a very grave
feeling of unreality. We had the oppor-
tunity of talking to General MacArthur,
then the Supreme Commander of the
Allied Powers. Right on the battle line
we had the very unique privilege of
talking to the commander in Korea,
General Ridgway, General Strate-
meyer of the Air Force was our host.
We talked to many others, I would say
50 of the high-ranking officers of all of
the armed services. Not only that, we
talked also to the high-ranking com-
manders and officers of our brave allies,
including the British, the general com-
manding the Turkish troops, the leaders
of the French, Canadian, and Australian
forces, and so on. We talked to officers
and men of most of the United Nations
who are fighting with us, even though
some of them have only token forces in
Korea. Everywhere we reecived the in-
formation that there was a feeling of
unreality on the part of the troops be-
cause of the handicap under which they
are fighting this war in that they have
not been permitted to attack the bases
of enemy supply, their communication
and transportation lines, They told us
that this was the first war in history
where men fighting in the field were
denied this primary action necessary to
victory.

Let me leave that for just a moment
to present this map of the Far East.
First I shall mention Formosa, since this
island is very much in the minds of our
military leaders at the present time. I
am sure its strategic importance has
been discussed by the distinguished
members of our Armed Services and For-
eign Affairs Committees. Formosa lies
right in what we might term our line of
defense in the Far East which extends
from Japan down this chain of islands
to Formosa lying off the coast of China,
on down through various islands to those
of the South Pacific, to Australia, and
New Zealand. It is obvious that if that
line were broken at any point, all the
other points of the line would he
jeopardized. That is why General Mac-
Arthur in appearing before the Congress
emphasized what he considered to be the
strategic importance of Formosa. Imay
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say that the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. Dorn], and I sitting before
him just a few days before he was re-
lived of his duties, heard him say what
he later said to the Congress, except he
expressed it to us in more emphatic
terms,

General MacArthur said that some of
our allies are not united with us on
the importance of Formosa, referring
doubtless to the fact that the British
Government has proposed that it be
turned over to the Red Chinese. He
said, “Formosa is of such importance
that we cannot lose it without jeopardiz-
ing Japan, the Philippine Islands, and
even Australia.” Formosa commands a
strategic spot for Indochina and for all
of the rest of the Far East. That cer-
tainly is true.

Let us then consider what we have
on Formosa by way of potential allied
strength. Bear in mind that China,
meaning, of course, free China—anti-
Communist China—is not only our ally,
but also a member of the United Nations.
Not only is free China a member of the
United Nations but it is a permanent
member of the Security Council entrust-
ed with the major responsibility for the
peace of the entire world. After that
tragic march of the Communists down
across China beginning about 18 months
ago and culminating in the defeat of the
troops of Generalissimo Chiang Kai-
shek, the loyal troops fled to this island
of Formosa. There they have been what
might be called bottled up, due to policies
not fully explained.

When the Korean engagement began
the generalissimo and his staff offered to
the United Nations a force of 30,000 men.
He said, “Let us stand with your troops
in the fight for freedom.” That offer
was refused. Every offer he has made
since that time has been refused.

So I wanted to look into the matter of
how much strength there might be there
available to be utilized in the defense of
the free world. I regarded that as im-
portant. My colleague, the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. Dorx], could
not go to Formosa, but I went there and
spent nearly a week, I was shown every
courtesy by our American civilian and
military authorities, and, of course, by
the Chinese Government and its mili-
tary commanders. It was my happy
privilege to have dinner with Generalis-
simo and Madam Chiang Kai-shek. For
several days I rode by plane, in jeeps
and trucks, to inspect with my own eyes
the strength of the Nationalist Chinese
forces on Formosa. I had heard specu-
lation in regard to how much strength
there might be there and as to whether
or not it would be effective in warfare. I
think I can rcport to you a fairly ac-
curate figure because I checked not only
with the staff of the Nationalist Chinese
forces but also with members of our
very small military mission in Taipei,
the capital.

The Nationalist Chinese have 360,000
effective fighting men now on Formosa.
It is true that these men would need a
great deal of conditioning. The gentle-
man from South Carolina [Mr. Dornl
and I asked General MacArthur what
would be the need kefore the forces on
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Formosa could be utilized. We asked
him what would be their needs that must
be made available and for which we in
the Congress might be responsible. Gen-
eral MacArthur’s answer to us was the
same as the answer of retired General
Chennault and many others we con=-
sulted.

First of all, the Chinese Nationalists
need equipment. The planes that I in-
spected on their air fields were those we
gave them during the recent war or not
later than 1946. The equipment they
have is pitifully small because so much
has been denied them. For most of one
day I was the guest of their naval leaders.
I conferred with their admiral and his
staff. I inspected nearly all of their
ships in harbor. The biggest ships
they have are the two destroyers we gave
them. They have a lot of little ships.
There in the distance was a row of Japa-
nese ships which we captured and which
we could turn over to them but which
have been denied them.,

The free Chinese are ready and eager
to accept new equipment, new arma-
ment, new ammunition, new airplanes
that they must have if they are going
to help us in this fight. I was astounded
to find that because of an edict—1I do not
know who issued it—perhaps the Armed
Forces Committee would know—on many
ships were vacant spaces where guns
should be. The biggest naval guns they
are allowed to have are 3-inch guns. I
wish I knew why. Their commanders
could not answer the gquestion. They
just smiled when I asked them why.
Everywhere I found they were restricted.

They need equipment. Then they
nee& supervision. We must take action
pretty soon to equip these forces to fight
for freedom, for us and for themselves.
But we must not make the mistake that
obviously was made and which some of
Gen. Chiang Kai-shek's military men
told me in confidence, of turning the
equipment over to them without proper
American supervision. They will wel-
come that supervision. Lots of that
equipment we sent them before undeni-
ably was lost to the Communists. Per-
haps some of it was even sold to them.
But what the free Chinese want is a
strong military mission in Formosa, not
just a few hundred men, but something
perhaps on the order of 1,500. Then let
us equip them so that they will be ready
to take their place with us.

What then should the plan be? Some
would deny the use of these Nationalist
troops, they fear that would involve us in
a war with Red China. I respectiully
call the attention of the Members of this
body to the fact that we are already at
war with Red China. Communist China
has by its aggression declared war upon
us. Now if we are going to admit the
help of the Nationalist Chinece, let us
face the fact that we are at war and let
us plan accordingly. But let us not—I
emphasize not—send out our land troops
irto the mainland of China. These Na-
tionlists say, “If you give us the equip-
ment and the supervision, we will do the
job ourselves without calling upon a
single American soldier.”

Now, the plan contemplates five things.

First, not an invasion off Formosa, but
down at the little island of Hainan,
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which the Japanese seized early in the
recent war and from which they began
their excursions northward upon the
south part of China. That is exactly
the tactics that should now be used, say
the military men, American and Chinese,
because Hainan is only just a few miles
away from the mainland. Furthermore,
the southern part of China is filled with
guerrillas ready to spring to arms if they
can get arms and to help bring the down-
fall of the Red regime in China. We
could help them seize Hainan quite easily
now, despite the fact that the Russians
within the last few weeks have begun the
building of five different military instal-
lations on the island. They could not
hold Hainan under a devastating attack.

Second, let them make their invasion
from there with the help of guerrillas.

Third, and this is tremendously impor-
tant, we should blockade the entire Chi-
nese coast.

Fourth, we must bomb the enemy
bases in Manchuria. Mr. DorN and I
asked General Ridgway his opinion. I
would not want to quote by name any
other military man for obvious reasons,
but out of the 50 or more high-ranking
officers of all the branches of the service
which we queried on the matter, every-
one gave the same answer as General
Ridgway: “We do not consider it possi-
ble to end the Korean war in victory
under the handicap of not being able to
strike the enemy where he is.” One
commander went so far as to say we
could have prevented the building up of
the forces in North Korea, which are now
engaged in this offensive, simply by
bombing not the Manchurian people, not
the people of China, but the enemy mili-
tary targets. There are five railroad
lines coming into Mukden, the capital of
Manchuria, There are transportation
lines spanning down to the Yalu River,
If we could bomb those military stra-
tegic targets and then follow up by the
bombing of the supply line that comes
down the Chinese coast, we would halt
the march of the Red Chinese from the
mainland into Manchuria and from
Manchuria into Korea. What stands in
the way of that, I ask you?

Here I turn to a report that was given
me by the intelligence officers of Gen.
Chiang EKai-shek’s army and I have
excerpts from it. A part of this is my
own opinion to go along with it. But I
learned that the British Government
stands in the way of putting into effect
a plan that would permit us to end this
Eorean war in victory. The British Gov-
ernment has actually furnished the two
items necessary either for Communist
victory or at best a stalemate. First,
they have given assurance that the Red
bases and supply lines will not be
bombed with their consent. Second,
strategic materials needed for the con-
duct of the war have flown in a steady
stream through Hong Kong and into
China and Russia. From these intelli-
gence sources, both Chinese and United
States, I was informed in Taipei that the
Russians are supervising the construc-
tion of an atomic bomb plant in north-
western China, and that much of the
strategic material needed for this plant
came into China through British hands
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during the last 3 years. Since the war
in Korea began, imports of all sorts of
implements and material of war, such as
transportation equipment, rubber, steel,
and other metals, airplane engines and
parts and machine tools have poured in a
steady stream through British Hong
Kong for use by the Chinese Reds or by
the Soviet Union itself.

A naval blockade by the United States,
with the British helping us, if they will,
and any other fighting ships made
available by members of the United Na-
tions, is imperative if we are to win the
war in Korea. With the cooperation of
the British, if they decide to cooperate
fully, and by blockading the Chinese
coast, by bombing the Chinese military
bases and supply lines, and by the use of
the Nationalist forces when they are
equipped and prepared to join us in the
struggle, I say to you, and I measure my "
words again, Communist China could be
quickly defeated and the war in the Far
East ended. Soviet Russia would not
intervene at the present time, That is
the almost unanimous opinion of all the
military men we talked to.

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT,JR. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. 1 yield to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania,

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. The gen=-
tleman is making an extremely impor-
tant contribution, for which I am sure
he ought to be applauded by all the
Members of the House.

The gentleman’s reference to the Chi-
nese Nationalist forces landing forces on
the mainland of China is extremely in-
teresting. I wonder if the gentleman
recalls that in World War II, in order
to help the Chinese forces the American
Navy did exactly that same thing, which
could now be done by the Chinese Na-
tionalists. The project was at that time
seeret, called “Miss X,” under which only
a few well-equipped Navy officers were
dropped by parachute into the hinter-
land and on the island of Hainan, which
the gentleman mentioned, and there
they were able to give advice and ma-
terial and use certain electronic aids.
They were removed from China with
comparative ease and with very little
loss of life. It was an easy proposition,
Does not the gentleman agree it would
be easier now, with the light control with
which China is held by the Reds, than
it was in World War II?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I thank the gen-
tleman for his contribution, and I agree
with him entirely.

Mr. HUGH D, SCOTT, JR. May I ask
the gentleman one more questicn: I also
have had the privilege of talking with
General MacArthur, on two occasions,
the last one in September. Did I under-
stand the gentleman correctly that from
every officer or GI with whom he talked
there was complete disagreement with
the idea of a limited war which would
prevent us from using the military means
at our command to bomb enemy bases
across the river?

Mr, ARMSTRONG. I will say to the
gentleman that not only was the opinion
unanimous, but when you get down to
the level of the GI I can assure the gen-
tleman that it is very bitter. The gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr, DORN]
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and I talked to men who were climbing
out of their planes after bombing raids.
We talked to five airmen just returned
from flying their jet-fighter planes up to
the Yalu River. If you want to hear bit-
ter talk, hear them comment on the fact
that they must fly up there and wait for
the enemy. They cannot attack the en-
emy base. They watch the Russian-
made planes rise to the attack, come
across that river from the sanctuary,
shoot down our planes and retreat be-
hind the sanctuary where they cannot
be pursued.

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. May I
conclude with this comment: I had ex-
actly the same experience myself, even
to the point where some of the GI's
would say to me, “Who is this guy Ache-
son, anyway?” When I undertook to tell
them, they would look at me and say,
“Well, is he on our side?” I wondered
whether the gentleman had some such
experience.

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield.

Mr, ROGERS of Colorado. Do I cor-
rectly understand that the information
secured on Formosa was to the effect
that our American officers would have
supervision at all times of any action
that might be taken by Chiang Kai-
shek? Was that what the gentleman
found out there?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I will say to the
gentleman that the opinion I gained
was that that supervision should be giv-
en in immediate training of those troops,
in air power particularly, because to my
way of thinking air power is of greatest
importance in this war.

Mr. COX., Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the
gentleman from Georgia.

Mr, COX, The gentleman spoke of
guerrillas on the mainland ready to come
to the aid of Chiang Kai-shek’s forces.
It is my information that throughout the
mainland of China, now overrun by the
Communists, Chiang Kai-shek is still the
symbol of strength, and that if he should
be permitted to return to the mainland
with any degree of support on our part
manifested, millions of Chinese now un-
der Communist domination would rally
to his side. Has the gentleman any in-
fgmation on that or any opinion about

Mr. ARMSTRONG. It is my opinion
that Gen. Chiang Kai-shek is still the
symbol of the leadership of free China.
I would not want to say that he should
remain the leader forever, but at pres-
ent he has the confidence of his people.

Mr. DORN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield.

Mr. DORN. May I say to the gen.le-
man. I think he is making a very inter-
esting contribution, I would like to say
this, it is true that they have probably
1,500,000 Nationalist guerrillas on the
mainland of China. But if we follow our
present pro-Socialistic policy, these guer=
rillas will be liquidated if we have a truce
in Korea, and they then will build the
atomic bomb plant and in 10 or 15 years
they will come back so strong that we
cannot do anything about it. That is
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just plain common sense. There was not
one single difference of opinion in the
front-line troops and the generals, all
the way from private first class to Gen-
eral MacArthur in the Far East—there
was not any difference of opinion what-
soever, This is a silly, stupid policy
which has been concocted by some people
that I wish I were at liberty to tell the
committee about.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I thank the gen-
tleman.

Mr. COX. It is following a policy of
confusion made by confused people.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I thank the gen-
tleman, and his observation is correct.

Mr. LANTAFF. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield.

Mr. LANTAFF. I commend the gen-
tleman from Missouri on the excellent
and very fair presentation that he has
made. With reference to the guerrilla
activity on the mainland, is it not true
that there are very little if any com-
munications existing now between those
groups?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I will say to the
gentleman there are good communica-
tions existing, I know of one harbor
which they use that the Communists
have never seized. As late as 3 days ago
I received, through one of their emis-
saries here in Washington, news di-
rectly from the mainland.

Mr. LANTAFF. How many of the
guerrilla leaders, if the gentleman knows,
are loyal to Chiang Kai-shek, as opposed
to him?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I cannof say, but
I am sure they are all loyal to the ideal
of toppling over the Red regime and
winning freedom for their country.

Mr. LANTAFF. The gentleman men-
tioned that there have been some 30,000
troops offered by Chiang Kai-shek for
use in Korea. Is it not true that all mili-
tary leaders, including General Mac-
Arthur, turned down that offer because
they did not want to use those troops in
Korea and in the hopes that they could
subsequently be used to better advantage
to go back into China?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I do not know
who is entirely responsible for that pol-
icy, except to say that those troops were
refused by United Nations’ directive.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
two additional minutes to the gentle-
man.,

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield.

Mr. JUDD. I want to compliment the
gentleman and thank him for going to
the Orient at his own expense and get-
ting this information and presenting it
so well to us today. Is this what the
gentleman is saying? You are not rec-
ommending that we tie ourselves exclu-
sively to Chiang Kai-shek or the Na-
tionalist Government. Rather it is your
concern that we get effective help to all
the forces opposing our mortal enemy in
China, We ought not deny ourselves
the benefit of the leader who has the
largest following and the most foreces un-
der his control. But at the same time,
does not the gentleman agree, that we
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should with imagination and vigor sup-
port every single group or force on the
mainland of China which is making
trouble in the rear of the Communists,
seeking to make them fail in their ag-
gressive plans, discrediting them and
their whole movement in Asia and di-
verting some of their strength from Ko-
rea where they are killing Americans.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. The gentleman
is exactly correct. Let me summarize
the advantages of this plan: It does not
require the use of American ground
troops on the mainland of China. It
would permit the people of free China to
regain their homes and liberties. It
would save countless lives that will oth-
erwise be lost in this stalemate war in
Korea, It would reverse the tide of the
Communist aggression and put us on the
offensive and the Kremlin on the de-
fensive, I say to you in this closing
word, that since there is no substitute
for victory, we cannot stop to negotiate
with these Red Chinese aggressors, We
have to go ahead to victory. In China
we find a people who are ready for revo-
lution against Communist aggression.
If we win back China, it would give us
the first victory over communism since
1945. The courage and strength of free-
men in the world are on trial today. I
beg that we move quickly to give these
freemen the leadership they need.

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr, PHILLIPS. Mr, Chairman, I yield
one additional minute to the gentleman.

Mr, ARMSTRONG. Iyield tothe gen-
tleman from Minnesota.

Mr. JUDD. Some people are saying
that if we do the things you have urged
it will lead to all-out war with Commu-
nist China. Is it not rather a fact that
this is the best hope we have of prevent-
ing all-out war with China; because if
they win in China, they would be able to
fight in the Philippines and fight in
Japan and fight in Indochina, and then
we would be in trouble? Whatever the
risks of the proposals which the gentle-
man has presented, the risks of any other
alternative are infinitely greater.

Mr, ARMSTRONG. The gentleman is
exactly right,

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield.

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. The gen-
tleman from Missouri has very well sum-
marized the question that I originally in-
tended to propound of the gentleman
who is making such a fine confribution
to the thinking of the Members of the
House on this subject. But is not Russia
and has not Russia from the very begin-
ning been doing the things for Commu-
nist China that the gentleman from Mis-
souri is suggesting that we do for our
allies in the Pacific who are in a posi-
tion to help us and without which the
Communists in China never could have
risen to the position of power in the
Pacific?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. The gentleman is
correct, of course.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of tl.e
gentleman from IMissouri has again
expired.
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Mr. ANDREWS. 1 yield three addi-
tional minutes to the gentleman from
Missouri.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ARMSTRONG. I yield to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Massachu-
setts.

Mr. McCORMACE. I refrained from
making any public comment on the Far
East because 2 years ago I strongly sup-
ported Chiang Kai-shek. I reached the
conclusion then that the people of China
had lost confidence in him and the will
to fight, I would like to ask my friend—
he made reference to Hainan, and I am
refraining from making statements now
because I want always to look at the
national interests of our country—the
gentleman referred to the island of
Hainan. Some several months ago Na-
tionalist China had that island, did they
not?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. That is correct.

Mr. McCORMACK. And it was cap-
tured by the Communists?

Mr, ARMSTRONG. Yes.

Mr. McCORMACEK. How many Com-
munists captured the island? Does the
gentleman remember?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am sorry; I
cannot tell,

Mr. McCORMACK. Not more than
twenty or twenty-five thousand.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I believe the Na-
tionalist troops were ready to abandon
it and move to Formosa.

Mr. McCORMACK. No; they had
130,000 troops there, the Nationalists, I
would like to know how many Nationalist
troops there were on Hainan and how
many Communist troops invaded it and
captured it, this island that the gentle-
man named here,

Mr. JUDD. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, ARMSTRONG. I yield.

Mr. JUDD. I think I can answer the
gentleman from Massachusetts. It had
been decided in about December of 1949
by the Nationalist forces in Formosa
that they would withdraw from Hainan,
but before they could withdraw the first
Communist attack came across the little
gap of water between the mainland and
Hainan, and the generalissimo, so I am
advised reliably, did not want to pull out
immediately under pressure but with-
drew gradually. His men stood off 11
attacks in the process of evacuating.
When the twelfth attack came it was ac-
companied by the infiltration and defec-
tion of one Nationalist regiment in
Hainan. It was the break-up of that
regiment which brought the end.

Mr. McCORMACK. But I want to
know how many Nationalist troops there
were there.

Mr. JUDD. I think the gentleman has
correctly stated, about 130,000.

Mr. McCORMACK. How many Com-
munists were in the attacking force?

Mr. JUDD. That is hard to say; I do
not think there is any reliable informa-
tion.

Mr. McCORMACK. As I remember
the figure it was about 25,000.

Mr. JUDD. I do not think the gentle-
man can substantiate that.

Mr. McCORMACK. That may be so,
but the number of Communists was con-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

siderably Jess than the number of Na-
tionalists; and the Communists won be-
cause the Nationalists had somehow lost
the will to fight.

Mr. JUDD. And why should not they
after our repeated announcements that
they were finished? Originally the Na-
tionalist troops had plenty of will to
fight, but we insisted they cease fire in-
stead. Marshall's criticism when he
went over there was because they had
too much will to fight. He helped de-
stroy their will to fight, although I do
not suggest he realized what he was do=-
ing. If you will help the Nationalists
a little again, especially with moral sup-
port, you will find the will to fight will
come back almost overnight,

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. COUDERTI.

Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairman, I
hesitate to rise or to fall to such mun-
dane subjects as this appropriation bill
after the interesting remarks of the gen-
tleman from Missouri on the very dra-
matic subject that he dealt with. Un-
fortunately, however, we do have to have
appropriations and that means appro-
priation bills, and that means that some
of us have to sit here and suffer through
them.

Let me say at the outset as a member
of this committee that I have enjoyed
enormously working with this group of
delightful, distinguished, and, high-
minded gentlemen who compose its
membership on both sides of the aisle;
in fact, I may say that in the committee
under the genial chairmanship of the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. THoMAS],
and the able minority member from
California [Mr. PHILLIPS], the ranking
Republican member, there i§ no aisle.

I am not going to make any attempt to
review this enormous budget for 25 or 26
agencies; I want to confine myself to one
single point, a point as to which this
Congress, can really do something and
do something constructive. Anyone who
sits in a subcommittee of this character,
and I think this subcommittee has the
largest budget of any except the armed
services which, of course, now dwarfs
everything else, must feel as I do. We
have had the experience of listening to
the budget demands of the sacred cows,
the Afomic Energy Commission, the
Tennessee Valley Authority, Veterans'
Administration, Maritime Commission,
and others, all of these sacred agencies
vested with the aura of national defense,
agencies that come in blithely, happily,
uninspected and unsupervised by Con-
gress, lay down their budgets for billions
and billions of dollars and expect to have
them granted and they generally are.
The member who sits there and feels
this flood pouring over him is in very
much the same position as a man at the
foot of Niagara Falls with his mouth
wide open. There is nothing you can do
about it. There can be no more helpless
feeling.

The gentleman from California [Mr.
Prirrirs] in his remarks made a number
of points directed to Members of Con-
gress, members of State legislatures and
municipalities as to what each in his
particular situation can do to try to save
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through unlimited appropriations, which
lead to inflation and disaster. Here is
one thing that the Members of this House
can do and as to which, in my humble
judgment, we have all be recreant and
derelict in our duty.

All I ask is that we see to it that the
committee is properly equipped and
staffed to do the job that has to be done
and can be done. Mind you, we could
not have better men than these gentle-
men who serve us as executive secre-
taries, such as William Duvall. There is
not a better or abler man for the job,
there is not a better assistant than Mr.
Skaren, who works night and day on this
bill, as do their associates on the other
subcommittees. But, Mr. Chairman,
the executive secretaries to these com-
mittees are only individuals, one or two
of them, and they are not in position to
investigate as should be investigated the
great agencies over which we have juris-
diction.

Now, what we do, what Members of
Congress do, in allowing this Appropria-
tion Committee to face the Executive
forces, so to speak, across the table,
wholly unequipped, wholly disarmed, is
really a dereliction of a rundamental
duty; that is, to keep alive and effective
the one real constitutional power re-
maining in our hands through which
we can keep control of the Government
of the United States and protect our
freedom. I refer to the appropriation
power. It is the fundamental power, it
is the heart of our representative free
system of government. We have let it
fall into a very sad state, Mr. Chairman,
when we let an appropriation subcom-
mittee sit across the table without hav-
ing had the benefit of a searching and
comprehensive investigation of those
great agencies all through the year, 12
months of the year, so that when they
appear before your subcommittees the
members would be armed with reports
from reliable experts as to what is going
on in those agencies, how efficiently they
are operating, how economically, or the
reverse, so that we have something to
£0 on.

It is easy enough, perhaps, for men
of usual industry and intelligence to deal
with smaller agencies with a six or seven
billion budget, such as the Federal Trade
Commission or the Security Exchange
Commission. That amount is without
comprehension. That kind of operation
can be reduced to a standard, to work
loads and all those other criteria. But
what about the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion that spends $1,200,000,000 operating
the greatest industry in the United
States, spending billions and billions of
dollars in great new construction work?
What about the Veterans’ Administra-
tion that spends five or six billion dollars
in every known form of expenditure?
What about the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority that runs a great power plant,
that runs navigation controls and builds
dams, that is now building enormous new
facilities?

Who investizates them? Who can
come to us and speak as agents of the
Congress and say: Here is how your
money is being spent. Here is where
you can save.
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Mr. Chairman, in the Eightieth Con-
gress we did begin to set up such an in-
vestigatory staff. I sat on two subcom-
mittees where important agencies, the
Veterans’ Administration, Maritime
Commission and Public Housing, were
being considered. We had the benefit of
a careful, searching 12 months’ investi-
gation right on the ground by experts
who came to us and said: Gentlemen,
here is the story nn these agencies. This
is where they are wrong, this is where
they are wasting your money and the
taxpayers’ money. This is what might
be done about it.

It gave that committee a chance to go
to work. I say, Mr. Chairman, that
every Member of this House should seri-
ously consider this proposition. Every-
one should insist upon providing this
committee with the kind of a staff of
experts that can cover all of the hig
agencies of Government on a 12 months’
basis, so that when your subcommittee
and your subcommittee members come to
meet these great budget requests they
will be able to do so with some sem-
blance of intelligence.

Mrs. BOSONE. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. COUDERT. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Utah.

Mrs. BOSONE. I should like to say
that the gentleman from New York has,
to my mind, made sense out of his argu-
ment today.

Mr. COUDERT. I thank the gentle-
woman.

Mrs. BOSONE. Is it not true that if
we follow the gentleman's suggestion,
we would not neea these expensive klieg
light and other special investigations?
‘Would this not bring the facts 12 months
out of the year to the people who should
have them? In that way you would get
at the real facts and probably save mil-
lions of dollars.

Mr. COUDERT. The distinguished
gentlewoman said it better than I could.
I think that is undoubtedly true. Par-
ticularly with the membership of this
committee, you would have certainly
businesslike and serious approach; kind
of a continual year-round investigation.

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. COUDERT. I yield to the gentle-
man from New Jersey.

Mr. CANFIELD. I, too, want to con-
gratulate the gentleman from New York.
I believe he has touched on one of the
greatest challenges to the survival of our
free economy. Time after time I have
contended congressional appropriation
committees could save millions through
constant surveys of Federal spending
agencies by specially trained experts.

Mr. COUDERT. I thank the gentle-
man.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr, Chairman, I
yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. BONNER].

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, I have
no quarrel with the Committee on Ap-
propriations at any time in their en-
deavor to save the funds of our National
Treasury, and to protect the taxpayers;
in fact, I am greatly interested in their
efforts along that line, I think in con-
sidering the legislation that the Commit-
tee on Appropriations now offers in this
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appropriation bill, some of the history of
the merchant marine should be reviewed.
It so happens when I became a Member
of the Congress I was placed on the
Merchant Marine Committee of this
House, along with other Members who
have left that committee and gone to
the Committee on Appropriations and
various other committees. If we recall
the situation we found ourselves in in
1916, it would be interesting to enlarge
upor. it, but time does not suffice. We
found ourselves in a position where we
could not transport our troops abroad.
We had to appeal to our allies to trans-
port our armies and our supplies across
the Atlantic Ocean. I know one man
personally who went to France in a
British ship, a freighter, sleeping in a
hammock. The hammocks were 12 high
and 12 deep. The ship had a Chinese
crew and five or six British citizens for
officers. During the war we built many
types of ships and the question of the
disposal of the war fleet after the armis-
tice arose and there was a great contro-
versy, and it is said and the record shows
that a great scandal occurred. With
that history before them the Merchant
Marine Committee of the House began
hearings on a bill that eventually became
the Merchant Marine Act of 1936, declar-
ing that the American flag should still
fily on the high seas and at least 50 per-
cent of the commerce of the United
States should be carried in American
bottoms. That great Virginian, that
great American who has gone on to his
reward, the Honorable Otis Bland, cham-
pioned this bill and brought it to perfec-
tion; perfection at that time, so the
House said and so the Congress said, be-
cause it passed the House and passed the
Senate and became the law of the land.
That bill was to foster and perpetuate
the American merchant marine to carry
our commerce and for aid and assistance
of the national defense. It was recog-
nized at that time that the American
merchant marine could not live and
could not survive in competition with
the types of seagoing vessels that were
furnished by foreign nations with cheap
labor, with no protection for life at sea,
and with no comforts for the men that
go down to the sea in ships. In that bill
certain provisions were written for the
American sailor, for the American man
that made his life at sea, to protect and
carry on his vocation and to carry on the
history that had been written down
through the years in brilliant feats of
the American Navy and the American-
flag ships of comm.erce. Then we began
subsidies and then we began aid to con-
struction. Then we gave aid to competi-
tion with foreign ships.

At the approach of the Second World
War we had quite a reserve fleet in this
Nation. The question arose, Would we
help those in Europe who were fighting
what we said at that time was the battle
of civilization, the battle of Christianity,
the battle of freemen to live on the face
of this earth, and worship as they pleased
and participate in democratic govern-
ments, and so forth. This country gave
aid to the British Government, and to
the French Government. We gave ships
and we gave other materials,
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Then the German submarine hordes
destroyed great numbers of the foreign
ships then plying the seas, and this
caused the rise in value of the American
reserve fleet. We, desiring to keep these
ships under the American flag, did sell
them very cheaply to the operators, to
operators who were willing to venture in
business, to operators who were willing
to send their vessels into the submarine
zones, to operators who were enticed by
high freight rates at a peril not only of
the vessel but to American sailors.

At that time the Committee on Mer-
chant Marine of this House called the
then Administrator of the Maritime
Commission, Admiral Land, in executive
session and in open session, and ques-
tioned him about the sale of these ves-
sels; yes, the sale of these vessels at $5
per ton, and so forth.

I remember the remark Admiral Land
made to a question of mine. I said, “It
is known, and we know, that eventually
we will be drawn into this conflict, yet
we are selling ships here at $5 and $6 a
ton.” He said to me, “Why, they are
nothing but old crates.” They were 10,
15, 20, and 25 years old. For a substan-
tial purpose, for substantial and far-
reaching and lasting commerce, no op-
erator with any vision of business would
have bought them and put them in the
trade. Only did they purchase them on
account of the times and the risks that
the ships would incur, The price was
cheap but the risk was great.

So we were drawn into the conflict.
The conflict was pushed on our shore, on
the coast of North Carolina, and on the
northern coast. Ships were sunk right off
my congressional district day after day.
Then we went into the war. The Presi-
dent of the United States or someone in
authority called Admiral Land and said,
“We must have ships. Get them.” What
provision of Congress was made to get
the ships? We were in an emergency. I
am not trying to defend the Maritime
Commission of that day; I am thinking
that in justice and in fairness the history
should be here reviewed. Jerry Land
went out and produced the ships. He
made some terrible bargains, as we see
them today. He made some terrible con-
tracts for ship construction, as the com-
mittee saw at that time, and we called
him in on the carpet.

Then the war was over. We won this
last war just as much through the ef-
forts of the American seaman as we did
through any doughboy or any infantry
soldier or aviator or anybody else that
fought in France or fought in Italy or
fought in Africa. The men that car-
ried the supplies on the Murmansk run
were continuously under attack, and
history will show it. History will show
how many vessels and men we lost. We
are beginning to forget it.

Then the war was over and we had
more ships than we knew what to do
with. Nobody was interested in them.
Just like the supplies that were left in
Europe by the Army and the Navy.
Then your Merchant Marine Committee
of the House had before them the prob-
lem of the preservation of this fleet and
the writing of a Ship Sales Act. To the
credit of the men who served on that
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committee, they labored long and hard.
The testimony lasted for months. It was
months and months before the bill was
written and submitfed to the House.
The House passed the bill, the Senate
passed the bill, and the bill became law—
to sell and preserve the American fleet
which we had created then for the fu-
ture protection of the national defense.

At the time we discussed the rule I
expressed myself only, and only arose
in opposition to the rule because of my
interest in the_ prerogatives and the
jurisdiction of the legislative cominittees.
I have a great deal of sympathy with
what the gentlemen on the Committee
on Appropriations are endeavoring to
do. This question of fair compensation
in the act of 1936, section 9202, I think
it is, has always provoked and wor-
ried me, Nevertheless you gentlemen
who are constitutional lawyers will have
to decide that question yourselves. I
am greatly interested, if possible, in
some way to amend that section of the
1936 act, for I do not think—and I can-
not get my mind and heart and soul to
believe that where we sold these ships
at such marked-down prices those who
bought the ships should not be willing
to make some concession in the resale or
charter of these ships to the Govern-
ment in case of emergency.

It must also be taken into considera-
tion that in this ship subsidy construec-
tion program we required the companies
to put in certain facilities that are ap-
plicable to the national defense and
which are not necessary or usabie in
commerce. That point is overlooked.
Other features have to go into the ship
that the commercial operator does not
desire. So much for that phase of it.

About the investigation that was car-
ried on by the Merchant Marine Com-
mittee of the House which I sat on for
months. We completely annihilated
and routed the old Maritime Commis-
sion. We exposed many things that they
should never have done, but which at
the time I know because of their doing
was the emergency that the country was
in, at the time that the shortcomings or
mis-administration was carried on.
That should be taken into consideration
in condemning the old members of the
board. I think Admiral Jerry Land is
a fine American citizen. It worried me
and it hurt me at that time to see him
so maligned and abused. But yet we did
find things which showed the admiral
was very negligent in his administration
and that his office was very negligent in
their administration and that other men
connected with the old Maritime Com-
mission were either ignorant or very
negligent.

Now we come to the proposals in this
bill, not only in the bill itself if it be-
comes law, but in the report, which the
officials of the Maritime Commission
advised the Committee on Merchant
Marine and Fisheries this morning
would be a directive to them in carrying
out the provisions that were written in
the bill with respect to contract sailings,
These contracts that are made by the
Maritime Commission are not made for a
year, They are long-term contracts—5
and 10 years. They are contracts that a
ship operator must prepare himself for;
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contracts that require him to make
scheduled sailings back and forth to
European, Pacific and Asiatic ports.
There have to be special arrangements
made by the transportation company to
fulfill the contracts. There are all kinds
of considerations and conditions beyond,
I expect, the knowledge of the average
Member of this House; some of them
were surprising to me. As you will see
from the report, the committee requests
the Maritime Commission as follows:
“To distribute the number of voyages
equitably among all shipping interests in
order that each company may have a
fair share of the subsidies provided by
the Administration.”

Mr. Chairman, that is simply impossi-
ble. If the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
Taomas] at this point wants to chal-
lenge that statement I yield to him.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BONNER. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS. Idonot desire tochal-
lenge the gentleman’s statement, but I
do desire to make these observations,
that this act has tended to develop a
monopoly in the shipping industry.

Mr., BONNER. I will answer that in
just a minute. You are going to have a
monopoly by this very provision.

Mr. THOMAS. Just a minute, now;
let me make my observation, then the
gentleman can controvert them,

When this act went into effect in
1936 you had 15 or 16 subsidized opera-
tors, and it all boiled down to what we
now refer to as the Club 13. You have
fewer today than you had when it first
went into effect, and will as long as the
gentleman’s great committee fails to
amend the Shipping Act of 1936, where-
by you give to the shipping interests
every conceivable fair advantage at the
expense of the taxpayer in the form of
10-year contracts. Now getting back to
the gentleman’s statement, they are now
engaged in the making of those con-
tracts.

Mr. BONNER. The contracts are al-
ready made.

Mr. THOMAS. No; wait a minute;
they are expiring all the time, are they
not?

Mr. BONNER. Yes; that is correct.

Mr. THOMAS. Just pass it around to
somebody else; that is the way to break
them,

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, there
is the answer, pass them around to some-
body else. Who c¢an you pass them to?
Who has the facilities? Who has the
ability? Who owns the ships? Does
any Member of this House own a fleet
of vessels that they can pass around to
you? Or do you know anybody that it
can be passed to other than operating
people in the shipping industry?

It is true—and I regret that I have not
my table with me—that some companies
have two and three hundred coniraci-
sailing voyages; but the reason they
have got them is because they have the
ability and facilities to contract for
them. You will notice another company
that has only 5, 10, or 25 contracts. The
reason they have no more is because
they have neither the ships nor the fa-
cilities to contract.
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from North Carolina has ex-
pired.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the gentleman one additional minute.

Mr. BONNER. Iknow time is so valu-
able here this afternoon; nobody seems
to be asking for it. I merely wanted to
make my position clear and I appreciate
the gentleman’s efforts.

Mr. THOMAS. I thank the gentle-
man for his fine words.

Mr. BONNER. I really think the
House ought tc know something about
what the merchant marine is for. Can
the gentleman from Texas spare me any
time?

Mr. THOMAS. We have already
yielded to our distinguished friend 20
minutes on this side. We have only 2
hours and the time is allocated.

Mr. BONNER. Can the gentleman
from California yield me 5 minutes?

Mr. PHILLIPS. Our time is com-
mitted.

Mr. BONNER. Well, I am through,
let it go at that.

I hop~ the House uses the full time
this afternoon because there are many
facts that have not been developed, and
I do not think it ought to be passed over
and let it be said there is not some virtue
and value and merit in the merchant
marine of this country.

I think it is a slap in the face of the
fine gentleman who made a sacrifice to
come to Washington, Admiral Cochrane,
to take over the maritime affairs and
ciean up what has been done in the past
and show that it can be operated in a
commendable manner—as it should be.
And I am confident Admiral Cochrane
will if given the proper opportunity.

Mr. PHILLIPS. I can let the gentle-
man have a couple of minutes. When
I said our time was committed I meant
that the time -was allocated. We can
give the gentleman time by taking it
away from somebody else but we gladly
squeeze oui 3 minutes for him.

Mr. BONNER. I had understood that
all the time was not going to be used.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Would the gentle-
man like 3 minutes?

Mr. BONNER. I would gppreciate it.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Iyield the gentleman
three additional minutes.

Mr. THOMAS. We yield the gentle-
man another 3 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from North Carolina is recognized for
6 minutes.

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, it cer-
tainly is not my pleasure to get up here
and try to defend what has been done in
the past by the Maritime Commission.
I am just as critical of them as is the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
WiccLESWORTH] or anyone in the House,
and I know he is honest about that. But
there is something to be said in their
defense.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr.
TroMas] is quite a fine gentleman. He
is fair, he is one of the most able Mem-
bers of the House, he is honest, he is
rendering a great service to this Nation.
I am in favor of economy. I have given
a lot of my time in the last 2 months or
more pointing out some of the terrible
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negligence on the part of the leaders of
our national defense. The committee I
am a memkter of, and which I have the
honor to head, has certainly pointed out
conditions that should be corrected by
legislation prepared by the Armed Serv-
ices Committee of this House, or the
Committee on Expenditures in the Exec-
utive Departments.

It was pointed out this morning what
these ships were bought and sold for and
every word the gentleman said was true.
It is revolting, But I want to point to
another thing.
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Here is a long list of vessels, and com-
panies that made claims ainst the
Maritime Commission for losses. First,
here is the American-Hawaiian Steam-
ship Co. that made a claim for $1,300,000.
The Commission offered to settle with
them for $776.000, which was refused.
The matter went to the courts and the
courts awarded them $983,000. Of
course, the Government had the expense
of the court litigation.

Here is another company with a small
claim, only $50,000. The Commission of-
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fered $15,000. The courts awarded $25,-
000.

Here is another case where the com-
pany requested $766,000. The Commis-
sion offered $72,500. The courts awarded
$142,500.

There are some here that are much
higher than that. Here is one, for in-
stance, where the company requested
$1,498,000. The Commission offered to
settle for $400,000. The courts awarded
$825,000. They run all the way through
on about that percentage basis, The
complete table is as follows:

Just compensation cases decided by the courts, sépt. 1, 1950

Just compen- | Just compens-
Vessel Court citation Owner's claim | sation deter- | sation deter-
mined by WSA| mined by court
Alaskan American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. v. United States, Southern District of New York, No, | 1 $1,350,000.00 | 2 $776, 008. 00 2 $083, 250. 00
A 133-397, decided Jan. 21, 1949; 85 F. Supp. 815 (D, C, N, Y, 1#9),
Careet N | SO Y S&;;El dFed B\?uar% v. United Stnta.s eastern district of S8outh Carolina, Civil Action No, 1138, 14, 400. 00 11, 500. 00 14, 400. 00
NOV ¥
Dona Aurora. .. = Da L«i:ngi}mIStze?mhrp Co, v, United States, southern district of New York, No. A 134-158, 1,060, 000. 00 | +1,333,333.33 2, 082, 000. 00
ecided July 27,
Elna. v, United States, Court of Claims, No, 48538, decided May 19, 1950:
V B L R e e e e G Bl g i i i A b 8 147, 700. 00 13 188, 035. 00
Charter hire, ey e il e 149, 512,04 139, 138, 50
Gene, Kﬂldarl)l v. United States, Court of Claims, No. 46199, decided Apr. 7, 1947; 108 Ct, Cls. 497 50, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 25, 000. 00
Geoanna Seven-up Bottling Co. v. Uniled Stales, Court of Claims, No. 45868, decided Dec. 2, 1046; 107 176, 000. 00 20, 000. 00 30, 000. 00
George Wash| Eacsg < sé‘-i%m% g de[l} 333 ?ﬁu? 'Eéi(l ?C rt of Appeals, First Circuit, No. 4366,
ington..... ern Steamship Lines v. Uni es, Circuit Court of Ap: ircuit, No.
decided Dec. 31, 1948; 171 F, (2d) 580 é C, A, 1st, 1048) . 1, 730, 872. 00 667, 500. 00 1, 100, 000, 00
Governor Cobb..oeenecnnccnans] Trailerships, Inc. v. United States, Court: of Ciaims. No. 15023, decided Apr. 1, 1046; 106 Ct.
(_}ls.zlb((l})m o 600, 000, 00 100, 000. 00 126, 000. 00
HoUTIES. . oo ccinoccoonanaaans Wilson v, United States, District Court, Massachusetts, No. 2237, C. A, decided Nov, 12,
1043, ; i 12, 500, 00 4, 000, 00 4, 000. 00
International Smith- Douglas, Inc. v. United States, Court of Claims, No. 46289, decided Dee. 6, 1848; 81 F,
Supp. 215 (1948) 586, 592.05 $230,018, 78 | 1011 200, 000,00
MacATthir. ..coaeemcrenmanem=as Richard 8. Cors v, United smm, Court of Claims, No. 46796, decided Jan. 5, 1048: 110 Ct.
Cls. 66 (1048); 337 U 8, 325 (1040)... ... 20, 000, 00 9, 000,00 185, 500, 00
Commissioner’s Report, July 12 1950 (rahearlrlg)
Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo Nar., Co. v S., Cou :‘G]aims, No. 46435, decided Dec. 6,
1048; 112 Ct, Ols. 240 (1948); 338 U, 8, 30&(1949) 116 Ct.Cls. —; 1050 A. M. C. 681_...... 766, 128, 00 72,500,00 | - 12 142, 500,00
Charles Zubik v. United States, Western District. Pennsylvania, 'Nu 2815, decided June 22, 15, 000, 00 7, 000. 00 10, 000, 00
1945; 61 F. Supp. 4 (W, D. Penn. 1045),
H{fg:stks s Tited States, Northern District, California, No. 22447-R, decided July 21, 17, 000. 00 6, 500. 00 6, 500, 00
B:ang%oo: w. United States, Court of Claims, No. 47001, decided Mar. 7, 1949; 113 Ot. Cls. 280 300, 000, 00 12, 670, 00 30, 000. 00
Z 1 R R e Sy 435, 750. 00 116, 000, 00 175, 000. 00
John E. Green v. United States Sontl:-em D{stru:% Flcrldu. No. 818—'1‘  decided July 1945 14, 426. 00 9, 050, 00 11, 500. 00
United States v. Buzton Line, 165 F. th'1048 9, 960, 00 399,28 4, 000. 00
VI;(OT F. .?g&wm v. United States, District ourt, Dalnwam, ivil Action No. 367, decided 11, 500. 00 5, 000, 00 6, 000, 00
ugust
John E. Green v. United States, Southern District, Florida, No. 819-T, decided July 1945...- 12, 168, 00 8, 195, 00 500, 00
Pacific. Turkington v. United States, 108 Ct, Cls, 571 (1947). 47, 500, 00 11, 500, 00 000. 00
President Warfield. Baoltimore Steam Packet Co. v. U, 8., 112 Ct, Cls. 469 (1949) 1, 934, 905. 00 525, 000. 00 90, 000, 00
Robert Henjes. Helen K. Henjes v. United States, 115 Ct, Cls. 264 (10560) 91, 900, 00 51, 781, 00 60, 000. 00
State of Delaware. Wilson Line, Inc. v. United Smm, 111 Ct. Cls, 764 (1948)_.____. 642, 068, 00 275, 000. 00 488, 400. 00
State of Mary]and ............... Baltimore Steam Packet Co. v. Unifed States, 112 Ct. Cls. 448 (19049) 1, 448, 000, 00 400, 000. 00 800, 000, 00
Btate of Virginia.... ... Baltimore Steam Packet Co. v. United Sm‘u. 112 Ct. Cls, 433 Ty (A T o e e T s 1, 498, 000. 00 400, 000, 00 825, 000. 00
Btella Mm—ig B:;ugﬁm v. United Stafes, Bouthern District, California, No. 3658, 0'C Civ.], decided Oet. 30, 22, 000. 00 13, 500. 00 15, 000, 00
National Bulk Carriers, Inc. v. United States, 160 F, (2d) 843 (C. C, A, 3d 1948)__ 3, 800, 000,00 | 2, 100, 330. 04 3, 584, 000, 00
Nutional Bulk Carriers, Inc. v. United States, 82 F. Supp. 405 (D. C. Del. 1949) . _.. 2, 612, 696, 04 1, 618, 591, 07 2, 273, 502, 61
Baitimore Steam Packet Co. v. United States, 112 Ct. Is 458 (1940). 1, 257, 100. 00 425, 000. 00 815, 000. 00
Rot&rt Capoit v. United States, Eastern Distriet of Louisiana, No. CA 667, decided May 11, 15, 625, 00 7, 500. 00 15, 000. 00
Total 9, 436, 002. 54 15, 282, 216, 11

1 $130 per dead-weight ton.,
2 75 per dead-weight ton.
3 305 per dead-weight ton.

4 No determination made. This figure is based on amount paid on account,
& WSA determination was based on a dead weight of 2,082 tons; the court’s on a dead weight of 2,507 tons,

4 871 per dead-weight ton,

7 $1.25 per dead-weight ton.
® £3 per dead-weight ton.
#$54 per dead-weight

ton,
¥ The Commissioner fuund that the value of the vessel as of September 1639 was $88,800 or $18 per dead-weight ton.

11 £68 per dead-weight to;

12 The court originally determiued $161,833.72 but on rehearing reduced the amount to $142,500,

Nore.—The court’s determinations in the 81 cases amounted to 161.95 percent of Administrator’s determinations,

Mr. JONAS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BONNER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr. JONAS. Is the gentleman able
to tell from his memoranda there what
court made the award? Was it the Court
of Claims or was it another court?

Mr. BONNER. I do not happen to
be a lawyer. Iam one of the few laymen
in this body and I am proud of it. I re-

spect the great ability of the legal fra-
ternity here and I want to see the courts
sustained and so forth. The gentleman
can examine this himself, The Court of
Claims I imagine.

Mr, JONAS. I thought the gentleman
might have that knowledge.

Mr., BONNER. I will say, since the
gentleman asked me that question, if
that provision in this bill becomes law it
will be a heyday for the lawyers because

I have asked the Commission myself
what they would do with respect to con-
tracts already made. You gentlemen
who are attorneys know more about con-
tracts than I do. But certainly a con-
tract with the Government is a pretty
sacred sort of thing, I would think,
stronger than any contract with an indi-
vidual in all probability. The Govern=-
ment is going to have an awful job get-
ting away from these contracts,
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Mr. JONAS., With reference to the
gentleman’s statement about the possi-
bility of the lawyers having a heyday, as
the gencleman probably recalls he and I
served on the same committee together
and took up this subject matter. If there
is to be a heyday, judging from what lit-
tle knowledge I gained in serving on that
committee, by the action of the Maritime
Commission it is merely switching the
heyday away from the Maritime Com-=-
mission and putting it in the hands of
the legal profession, neither of which
appeals to me very much.

Mr. LONNER. The gentleman ren-
dered distinguished service on the com-
mittee, and his feelings and my feelings
are not so far apart, not at all. I re-
gret and I am sorry that all these things
transpired, but I must be charitable
and say that some of the charges
made against the Maritime Commission,
which look so awful now, reflect a pic-
ture of the time that the contracts and
the transactions weare taking place as
against another time when the picture
is entirely different.

Mr. JONAS. In that respect the gen-
tleman is entirely right.

Mr. BONNER. I thank the committee
for the privileze of addressing them,
but I must say that when the bill is read
for amendment I shall offer an amend-
ment which I hope will meet the ap-
proval of the committee and the mem-
kership of the House.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Javirs].

Mr, JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed out of
order and to revise and extend my re-
marks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

GRAIN FOR INDIA

Mr, JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I am
informed, that our distinguished col-
league the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. Cox] said that an effort was being
made to put something over in respect to
the bill for grain aid to India—giving
India and in the present overhanging
famine situation there—and that I was
trying to work out some plan of mine
for another ECA under the guise of that
particular bill,

I think the gentleman gives me much
too much credit. I happen to be far
down in seniority on the Committee on
Foreign Affairs and not at all the master
mind he wants to make me out tu be.
Though, I would like very much to be
considered as a leader in respect to this
India grain bhill. Now the reasons why
this bill has not been brought to a vote
as yet have not been much discussed on
the floor and probably the question
would not have been raised today had
the gentleman not raised it, but it having
been raised, I think it is very worthy of
‘the consideration of the House.

We today hear speeches about how
our position has suffered in Asia; that the
cause of the free peoples has suffered the
most damaging blows in Asia, yet we
apparently fail to observe that while the
Congress is not taking action on this
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grain aid to India, we are suffering
added serious damage to our position
there which might well prove to be irre-
parable.

What is said to deter certain Members
is what Mr. Nehru says about his position
between the east and the west. Well,
I think we know enough about political
life in this House so that we can cut
through political situations like that in
India and get at the heart of the reason
for this measure, and that is that this
aid to India must come as a good will
gesture from one democracy to another,
regardless of who heads it. Let us re-
member, too, that the measure is now
before us as a repayable loan and that
India is known for paying her debts.

The riots that have taken place in In-
dia recently and the enormous advan-
tage which the Communists take from
them is at least in material partly due to
the fact that India is not yet getting aid
from us in grain, which we have the
capability to send them. That is what
is proving to be so damaging to our posi-
tion in the Far East currently.

Let us not forget that there are
600,000,000 people in south and southeast
Asia who are not in the Communist
column, and two-thirds of those are in
India. Yet, so far, we stay our hands
from aiding these people contrary to the
great democratic and humanitarian tra-

ditions of the United States, and at the

same time we talk about building up our
position in Asia.

Competition is what counts in this
world, as well as other factors, and we
have competition in respect to giving
food aid to India, because the Chinese
Communists and the Soviet Russians are
moving in where we are leaving a vac-
uum. They are trring to make their
deals with India today, Communist China
for 100,000 tons of rice, and Soviet Rus-
sia for 1,000,000 tons of wheat. And
what kind of deals are they making?
We know that people who are desperate
for food will make any kind of deals in
order to get them food. The Commu-
nists will fasten the halter right around
the neck of India if we let them. Russia
is now trying to tie up all the burlap
available in India, and thereby depriving
us of one of the most vital materials in
the world; and let us ask ourselves
whether that is going to do us any good
in our own grim struggle against com-
munism.

No; we ought to act on this grain for
India bill and it is my deep hope that we
will do so now at long last, promptly.

Mr. PHILTIPS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman froem Cali-
fornia [Mr. ALLEN]. .

Mr. ALLEN of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I am pleased to follow my distin-
guished fellow member of the Merchant
Marine Committee, the gentleman from
North Carolina, because I believe that
his experience on that committee, his
very fine recollection of the problems
that have come before it, will give us as
good a basis for judgment as any Mem-
ber of the House could. I compliment
him on his views and I share them.

-I would like to say at the outset that
I appreciate the cooperation of the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. THomas]l. The
provision upon which I am going to com-
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ment is fcund on page 45 at line 12 of
the bill and is the provision which limits
the number of voyages during any one
year. In that connection I was very
much concerned because I thought the
language which was originally proposed
almost indicated that the committee did
not wish to have additional shipping
concerns come under the subsidy pro-
gram. I submitted language to the gen-
tleman from Texas that might change
that apparent indication. He was good
enough to include in the proviso which
is in the bill one of the phrases which I
suggested to him, and I think it does
definitely show that it is not the inten-
tion that this subsidy program should
be limited to those who now have sub-
sidies. However, I also submitted lan-
guage which would permit an increase
in the number of voyages every year to
provide voyages for the new people who
want to get into the industry. He did
not agree on this point. His view was
that the new people should be included
under the provisions for the total num-
ber of voyages. Well, that led us to the
situation in which w= found ourselves
this morning,

Our committee had a meeting, and be-
fore it came Mr. Gatov, a member of the
Federal Maritime Board and Assistant
Administrator under Admiral Cochrane.
Mr. Gatov pointed these facts out to us.
The shipping operators who are now un-
der the subsidized program have con=-
tracts. Most of them, I believe, are 20-
year contracts, or 10 years, I have for-
gotten. Most of them have 3, 4, or 8
years more to run. Under those con-
tracts the operators each agree that they
will sail a definite minimrm number of
voyages during each year, and if they
fail to sail those voyages they have brok-
en their contracts.

On the other hand, it is agreed that
they may sail a maximum number of
voyages, and any number they sail with-
in that maximum the Maritime Admin-
istration is bound to pay for. Here is
where the squeeze comes. If the opera-
tors sail the number of voyages which
under their contract they are entitled to
sail, they will use up more than the 1,450
voyages which it is proposed to author-
ize. If they do that, there will obviously
be no voyages left for assignment to the
other companies which wish to come in,

There are some seven applications, I
believe, that are pending for 48 ships
that would sail possibly another 400
voyages. Mr. Gatov said that the Ad-
ministration would not create a defi-
ciency by setting up the voyages for the
new operators, and that if the bill stays
as it is there will be no new lines started.
I am interested in seeing some new lines
started. I am more familiar with the
Pacific coast situation than any other.
I know that the services to China and
Japan and the Philippines furnished by
two companies have been very valuable
in the past few years in carrying the
commerce that goes across the Pacific
Ocean. I think that we ought to have
an expanding merchant marine, and I
think there is no question but that this
language will stop it.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ALLEN of California. I yield,
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Mr. MILLER of California. In that
particular field, is it not true that these
companies have had to go out there and
practically reestablish the business that
was completely destroyed during the
war?

Mr. ALLEN of California. That is ex-
actly correct. The operators are, in the
main, new people. There is another
problem that goes with this. Our sub-
sidy program requires that the shipping
companies use American labor, which is
accustomed to a higher standard of liv-
ing than foreign labor. It requires that
repairs be made in American yards,
where the same situation applies to the
standards of American shipyard labor.
If we do not have our ships running, we
do not have our shipyards operating to
take care of them.

I was rather astounded to learn the
ficures from a letter recently received
concerning the shipyards on San Fran-
cisco Bay. On April 19, 1951, in the three
yvards which have survived the war,
there were 2,250 men employed. A year
ago, on July 1, roughly when the Ko-
rean incident broke out, there were
about 6,600. There has been a decrease
of 65.91 percent during that intervening
period.

To show what we need in emergency
times during World War II, for exam-
ple, the three yards employed some-
thing over 63,000. There has been a 96~
plus percent drop-off. If we include the
temporary war-industry yards, Kaiser
and Marin Ship, and so forth, we now
have something like 1 percent of the
men working now that we needed dur-
ing the war period.

I know something about the shortage
of ships. Let me give you two or three
examples. We had a tramp fleet about
2 years ago consisting of about 1,100
American ships, which was an extraor-
dinary number, but which was required
at that time to carry our commerce.
During the period of a year it dropped
off to about 100. The tramp fleet is not
subsidized. It does not survive in for-
eign competition. At the outset of the
Korean war we had about 100 operat-
ing. In the nature of things, about half
of them were in port and half of them
away. We found ourselves with 46 ships
available, ready to operate, fully manned
and equipped, and available to the mili-
tary service. It was necessary for us to
charter 13 foreign vessels to carry our
cargo. The Navy got some Iranian,
Greek, Panamanian, Canadian, and
British ships to fill the immediate need
until we got some of our own ships from
the laid-up fleet in operation a few
weeks later.

In time of war the passenger ships be-
come troop transports. We now have
in operation only three which travel at
a speed greater than 22 knots, which is
the speed usually attributed to modern
enemy submarines. I well remember the
personal experience while in the Navy
in 1943 of traveling in an old Hog
Islander built in 1917 during World War
I, travelinz at a speed of about 8 knots,
unescorted, for 19 days, in waters in
which enemy submarines were occasion-
ally operating. Something over 20 of the
men aboard were carried in a forward
cargo hold, where they had no comforts
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or conveniences except a temporary
stairway installed through the hatch
cover, through which there was some
ventilation and on which they could
reach the open deck. It is not surprising
that I should favor the maintenance of a
reasonable number of fairly good ships
during peacetime in order that they
might be available to give reasonable
comfort and safety to the men and ma-
terials which are carried in them during
wartime.

An operating subsidy in the shipping
business is not a guaranty of profits. On
the contrary, an operator who makes an
unreasonable profit finds the excess ap-
plied in reduction of the subsidy. Our
laws properly require the use of American
labor on American ships and that repairs
be made in American shipyards. All but
a minor part of the subsidy involved is to
offset the disparity between the cost of
American labor as against foreign labor
with regard to the wages, subsistence,
repairs and maintenance of the ships
that are subsidized.

I hope that the language of the pro-
viso, which is found on page 45 at line
12 of the bill, will be stricken from it
by amendment.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield to the gentleman from California
[Mr. McEKINNON].

Mr. McKINNON, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks and also that I may speak
out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.

Mr. McKINNON. Mr. Chairman, yes-
terday during the course of the debate
our friend and colleague the distin-
guished gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
SwmrrH] in talking about his amendment
made reference to the love life of a tuna.
I know oftentimes when you get into
something like that you get into some-
thing you do not know very much about.
I think the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. SmiTa] got to talking about some-
thing there that, while his intentions
were good, is a subject about which he
cannot claim to be an expert.

I would like to review the program that
our tuna industry on the West Coast has
been engaged in during the past 25 or 30
years. We have built an industry out
there that has grown to be the largest
fishing industry in the entire United
States. In the course of the last few
years we have had a lot of complications
and a lot of troubles in our fishing opera-
tions off the coast of South America and
Central America to such a degree that a
few years ago the American Government
and the Government of Costa Rica and
several of the South and Central Ameri-
can governments met and discussed some
of the fishing operations and fishing
problems that our fleet was involved
with. It was hoped that some of the
very complicated and bitter controversies
that were growing out of the op-
erations in the waters down as far south
as the Galapagos Islands could be
cleared up and settled in a friendly way.
As a result of these talks a convention
was formed, and out of that there was
formed what is called the Infer-Ameri-
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can Tropical Tuna Commission. That
Commission was ratified by the other
body in 1949, and then it set out its pre-
liminary steps in organization. Explor-
atory work in developing the biological
facts about tuna is particularly needed.
In our particular fishing industry we do
not use the seine operation, but we em-
ploy large boats, some as long as this
room. They ply 6,000 miles south of
California, off the coast of South and
Central America. They churn the wa-
ters with small bait, and when the tuna
arrives to take the bait they catch the
tuna with hooks, They do not have
much trouble with Latin-American gov-
ernments so far as actually catching the
tuna because they are several hundred
miles off the coast. But in order to get
bait to chum the tuna with, these boats
have to put into the coastal waters of
the South and Central American coun-
tries. In doing so they often run into
complications with these governments.
These governments fear our industries
might take their natural resources, and,
while they do not need them today, in
some future time they may want this
bait fish, and therefore they resent our
American boats coming in. As a result
they have set up a high tax on fishing
rights in those waters,

Our industry men have negotiated
from time to time with these govern-
ments, but it has been impossible to
arrive at satisfactory long-term agree-
ments. We need a larger scope of cov-
erage—one that can only be encom-
passed by government-to-government
discussions and cooperative explorative
methods on the habits of the tuna and
the bait fish.

I would like to point out to you that
this industry represents a big factor in
our economy on the West Coast., Last
year, for instance, 11,000,000 cases of
tuna were consumed, which represents
an average of 35 cans per man, woman,
and child. It represented about $100,-
000,000 valuation. About $125,000,000 is
invested in the industry in the way of
canning equipment and boats.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKINNON. I have very limited
time, but I am glad to yield to my col-
league.

Mr. PHILLIPS. The reason I asked
the gentleman to yield to me is because
I think there is a distinction which is
not being made. What the tuna indus-
iry really wants is not necessarily
money. They have a very large income,
They have been willing to do their own
research work. But they have to have
certain authority and certain backing
from the United States or from some
international board before they can do
the research that they want to do. That
carries out what I said a moment ago
on the floor that we have to go out to
the States and to private industry and go
back to the people and say, “We do not
have to pay all that. We can give you
help on those things. But why should
we put up Federal money when we are

$257,000,000,000 in the red to pay for

something that you can afford to pay or
the State can afford to pay?”



1951

I think that ought to enter into the
discussion and Mr. Chairman, I yield
one additional minute to the gentleman.

Mr. McKINNON. The gentleman has
made a very good point and a point that
I was going to bring out. Our industry
has developed itself independently from
its own private funds. We want to keep
independent. We do not want Govern-
ment interference if we can get away
from it. The point is that this indus-
try cannot go to the South American
governments. We have to have a Gov-
ernment-to-Government approach, and
that is why we have asked the State De-
partment to come in and assist us offi-
cially in getting this problem worked
out. We are not asking for a free ride
at all. We can pay our way, but we
must have a Government-to-Govern-
ment approach to get any action.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman,
the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKINNON. I yield.

Mr. ROONEY. I have asked the gen-
tleman to yield to me in order that I
might emphasize the point that this
problem should not be referred to face-
tiously as one of studying the love life of
the tuna fish. There is nothing wrong
with studying the love life or sex habits
of the tuna fish or the love life or sex
habits of halibut as has been done in co-
operation with the Canadian Govern-
ment for almost 30 years. Thisis an im-
portant international problem. It affects
a large segment of our population, and
affects an industry of which this country
may well be proud. It should not be
laughed down, as I understand was done
yesterday in talking about the love life of
racoons. So far as I am concerned, and
I know a little about the subject, the
State Department very properly negoti-

- ated the treaty and formed the Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission
because without it you folks on the low-
er west coast of California could not
get the bait you must have to fisi: for
the tuna, and you would have a $100,000,-
000 industry ruined. You will find the
following article just written by Charles
E. Jackson, general manager of the Na-
tional Fisheries Institute, Inc., highly
interesting:

Love Lire oF TunNA, HALIBUT, aND FrOGS?

Efforts are unwittingly being made for
political purposes to laugh out of existence
the work of the Inter-American Tropical
Tuna Commission and the Halibut Commis=
gion, just as Senator Pat Harrison, by a sin-
gle speech some twenty-odd years ago, killed
research on bullfrogs in the United States
for perhaps all time. Meanwhile, frog legs
have become an expensive luxury in the
United States at prices so high that this val-
uable food is not available for thousands of
pecple suffering from diabetes who, like other
citizens, would like a change in their diet.
Had the Fish and Wildlife Service had a
reasonable amount of research funds these
past years, frog legs might now be available
at reasonable cost to diabetic patients. As it
is, the supply must come from wild stocks
in the southern swamps and from imports
from Cuba. Supplies cannot be maintained
consistently and the price range is high.
Meanwhile, Japan developed a very profitable
frog leg industry which employs many peo-
ple. Senator Pat Harrison's famed ridicule

made the news headlines, but destroyed any
hope for Federal appropriations for bullfrog

research and teday the State of Mississippl
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will
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lacks an industry that might have provided
extensive employment for her population and
a change in diet for the diabetics of the
Nation.

Now the work of the Inter-American Trop-
fcal Tuna Commission is threatened by
stories going areund on Capltol Hill about the
love life of the tuna, and a story on the love
life of halibut was printed in a Washington
newspaper last week.

Nothing is more dangerous to the fishing
industry of America than for responsible per-
sons in public life to ridicule our industry by
eatirical remarks concerning the sex life of
fish and shellfish. The existence of the sea-
food industry depends upon sex life to the
same extent as does the cattle and hog and
poultry Industries, yet we seldom hear of
farmers' appropriations for research being
curtailed because the meat, poultry, and
even the honeybee industries are dependent
on sex life, as indeed are all agriculture
crops, not to mention the perpetuation of
humanity itself.

The fishing industry resents these love llie
storics that are told for the purpose of kill-
ing Federal appropriations for research. In-
deed, the public itself is gradually becoming
aware of the fact that mankind must de-
pend more and more on the products of the
gea for maintaining the human race. Those
nations r.cognizing this fact by amply pro-
viding research facilities for utilizing the ex-
tensive protein and mineral resources of the
seas and lakes and rivers will still be around,
while those nations who laugh off their re-
sponsibilities for sea-food research will be in
the category of ancient Rome.

Ask your Congressman why he discrimi-
nates against the love life of fish, but en-
courages the love life of cattle and hogs and
corn and cotton. Let him know that the
fishing industry resents being laughed out of
court, to defeat appropriations.

Fifteen years is a long time, but that much
time and effort and patience has been ex«
pended to bring the work of the Inter-Ameri-
can Tropical Tuna Commission through an
international treaty, and even the exigencies
of war do not necessitate complete abandon-
ment of 15 years of work that gives such great
promise for the utllization and wise conserva-
tion of the tuna resources of North and South
America,

Mr. McKINNON. The gentleman
makes a very good point.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, I yield
one additional minute to the gentleman,

Mr. McEKINNON. I yield.
- Mr. MILLER of California. As a
former executive of the California Di-
vision of Fish and Game, I think I know
something about the problem that con-
fronts us. The gentleman from New
York [Mr. RooneY] touched on it when
he spoke about it, and the gentleman
from  California [Mr, McEKINNON]
touched on it when he spoke about the
bait and the so-called lovelife of the
sardine, which is used for bait. We
nearly lost the sardine industry on the
Pacific Coast because we were not famil-
iar enough with the biological facts sur-
rounding the propagation of the fish and
because we overfished. We* have run
into great difficulties. I may say that
the State of California spends a great
sum of money on this each year. What
we need is a greater study of the fishery
resources of this country which can be
increased only by knowing more about

its love life.
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has again ex-
pired.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield one additional minute to the gen-
tleman from California,

Mr, McKINNON. Mr. Chairman, in
closing I would just like to bring home
three points: The first is we do not ask
for a specific subsidy; we want to be in-
dependent. Second, we need to en-
courage good relationships with the
countries south of the border. This
convention will assist in better relations
with Latin America and a mutual in-
orease in prosperity for all cur peoples.
Third, if we.are going to study the love
life of cattle, hogs, and everything else
in this country, certainly there can be
nothing wrong in studying the love life
of the tuna which also is a very impor-
tant segment of the American economy.

Mr, PHILLIPS., Mr. Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleiian from
Iowa [Mr, MARTIN].

Mr, MARTIN of Jowa. Mr. Chairman,
about 12 years ago I became interested
in the stockpile program for strategic
and critical materials. I was amazed to
find that we had no law establishing a
stockpile. The Military Affairs Commit-
tee went about the business of writing a
law known on its enactment as Fublic
Law 117 of the Seventy-sixth Congress.
That was the first stockpiling law in our
Nation’s history. In 1£46 we revised that
law in the Seventy-ninth Congress as
Public Law 520 of the Seventy-ninth
Congress, which is the present stockpile
law.

I have throughout the past 12 years
had occasion to study this matter in-
tensively, and I see on the floor here
just now men who have worked with me
in that field. I refer to the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. DurnaM], the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FEN-
ToN]—I saw him here a moment ago;
he is gone now. I have seen several men
here this afternoon who have a like in-
terest with mine regarding the welfare
and well-being and adequacy of our
stockpile of strategic and critical ma-
terials. I will say this, that back in 1946
when we wrote Public Law 520 of the
Seventy-ninth Congress, the gentleman
from North Carolina and I had definitely
in mind a yardstick, an objective, to give
this Nation a little better protection in
the matter of strategic and critical ma-
terials for any war challenge that might
come. I notice also the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. CanFIELD] who has al-
ways been active with us.

. We have wafched this program care-
fully and very diligently throughout all
the years. The objective was set in 1946
before we had what we now recognize
as a known adversary; but when the
Korean war came along we had not
achieved over 34 percent of the planned
objective of what was originally esti-
mated as our need. When the Korean
war came along those needs were also
boosted tremendously, so that here even
with the added acquisitions of the past
year we have still only approximately 40
percent of the stockpile on hand.

~ I am very pleased with the stepped-up
record of the responsible officials of the
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Munitions Board and GSA in the matter
of the acquisition of stockpiles during
the past year. But I was alarmed when
I saw in this bill no item for additional
funds for stockpiling. I then turned to
the hearings and the committee report.
I find from the hearings reference to the
fact that there is a billion-dollar item in
the President’s budget message, and also
that there is a plan for the Committee
on Appropriations to take that matter
up later on. May I inquire of the chair-
man of the subcommittee if that is not
the plan?

Mr. THOMAS. First, may I make an
observation, then I will answer the ques-
tion. This subcommittee wants to com-
mend the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
MarTIN] for his careful study and hard
work on the stockpiling program. A
large part of its success is certainly due
to his untiring efforts.

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa.
gentleman.

Mr. THOMAS. Let me say that at no
time in the last 3 years or any other
time—if I am in error I wish to be cor-
rected but if my memory serves me cor-
rectly—has this committee ever denied
one 5-cent piece for the stockpiling of
critical material. As a matter of fact,
in the fiscal year 1951 here is what this
committee granted them in dollars and
cents: First, in the 1950 bill we gave them
$525,000,000, no reduction, for the stock-
piling of critical material. In 1951 they
came in with a regular bill requesting
$605,000,000, which was granted. There
was a supplemental bill for 1951, $598,
637,000, then a second supplemental in
1951 for $1,834,000,000, a total for 1951 of
$3.038,000,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the gentleman three additional minutes,

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I thank the
gentleman very much. I yield to the
gentleman from California [Mr. PHIL-
LIPS].

Mr. PHILLIPS. The total we have
given, the gentleman from Iowa should
know, in 1951 alone was $3,038,548,370.
The total we have given to date, includ-
ing both cash and contract, is $4,458,548,-
370. The total they have on hand,
which may interest the gentleman from
Jowa, presently is $1,623,543,734.

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. That is not
yet expended?

Mr. PHILLIPS.
pended.

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I thank the
gentleman. That brings out the infor-
:;ation I wanted to have in this discus-

on.

Mr. THILLIPS. That is not obligated.

Mr, MARTIN of Iowa. I thank the
gentleran from Texas and the gentle-
man from California for the informa-
tion. I think it is highly important to
get that before the Nation today in the
course of this debate because the absence
of any fund for stockpiling of strategic
and critical materials in this appropria-
tion bill may be misunderstood. I un-
derstand from the hcarings that you are
going to give the budget item for stock-
piling further attention in the near fu-
,ture and I am behind that 100 percent,

I thank the

That is not yet ex-
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This stockpile is the point where we
start the adequacy of our defense. This
is where we look to get the materials to
build modern weapons, and we need
more and more modern weapons and we
cannot get them unless we have these
particular materials. I know there is
controversy in private industry about
this stockpiling, I know that we were
very wise when we placed in Public Law
520 of the Seventy-ninth Congress that
no part of the stockpile material could be
taken out of the stockpile without au-
thority from the Congress. It is because
there are people who are watching that
stockpile with an eye to getting some of
it for their needs for eivilian production
that we have got to be careful. But we
cannot have better insurance than this
stockpile if we are going to match our
strength against a world power at any
time in the future. That is my real deep
concern in the matter.

I commend the committee and hope
they will continue their attention in this
field and appreciate their giving me this
informatiun. I am looking forward to
further developments. I am not going
to stop with just this committee because
I am going to keep everlastingly on the
trail of the Munitions Board—they know
it down there, I do not have to acquaint
them with the fact I am constantly on
their trail—also GSA—to nrake sure that
they do not take their eyes off the real
objective—that we may have an ade-
quate national defense stockpile as the
protection that we are entitled to have.
Our action on these appropriation bills
will help guarantee to my son and his
buddies who are now fighting in Korea,
that we are back of them with the sinews
of war.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. REES].

Mr. REES of Eansas. Mr. Chairman,
I have requested these few minutes to
make an inquiry with respect to only
one or two items in this bill. One of
them is with regard to the Government’s
contribution to the retirement fund of
the Civil Service Commission. I notice
the appropriation calls for $300,000,000
while the amount requested was $320,-
000,000. The request has been cut by
$20,000,000. I think the membership of
the House should know that we really do
not save anything by reducing this par-
ticular item. The fact remains that the
retirement fund lacks about $5,000,000,-
000 of being actuarily sound. In other
words, it would take approximately $5,-
000,000,000 if the retirement fund were
placed on a basis similar to that of life
insurance companies.

The other matter I wanted to call at-
tention to is the appropriation for the
Comptroller General’s Office.

It appears the committee has seen fit
to reduce considerably the amounrt re-
quested by the Office of Comptroller Gen-
eral. In all probability the members
of the committee felt they had reasons
for doing it, but I just want to say this
is one agency of the Government that is
an extremely important one, and is ef-
ficiently operated and managed. Aifter
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all, it is the arm of Congress. It is the
auditor. Itis the watchdog for the Con-
gress, It is headed by a very distin-
guished and able American, a man who
is in my judgment doing an excellent
job in his position. This is one agency
that I would not want to see crippled in
any respect.

In looking at the hearings it would
appear that this committee has seen fit
to cut down some of the tcp-flight posi-
tions for that office and has also reduced
the amount of funds. I would like to
have that explained, because I do not
want this particular agency crippled in
any respect. To reduce its efficiency and
its ability to carry on will cost the Gov-
ernment many times in expenditures
what might be saved by comparatively
small reductions to this agency.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the
distinguished gentleman from Texas.

Mr, THOMAS. Let me say to our dis-
tinguished friend from Kansas that the
committee shares his point of view ex-
actly 100 percent. It is an agency that
is an arm of the Congress. As a matter
of fact, they have a tremendous budget,
and we reduced them a little less than
$500,000, and that reduction has come
about by virtue of the fact that they
transferred some of their activities to
the Post Office Department where here-
tofore have been in the General Account-
ing Office. Instead of cutting down the
top-flight positions, I will say to the gen-
tleman from Kansas, if he will read the
report carefully, we did a little legislat-
ing, and I hope the House will forgive
us, but we increased his top-flight posi-
tions by five. He wanted eleven and we
gave him five.

Mr, REES of EKansas. I appreciate
that. This is one agency that is headed
by a group of outstanding, efficient men,

Mr. THOMAS. I know the gentleman
will agree with us and he will not think
we are sinning when we gave him those
five.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Certainly not.
If the Ccmptroller General felt he should
have more than five in those higher posi-
tions, he would favor doing so. He would
not ask for them unless they were needed.
He would be sure to select capable men
qualified under ecivil service, and as I
stated before, expenditures here will
mean greater economies in other depart-
ments of the Government.

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman made
a fine statement, and we greatly appre-
ciate it.

Mr. REES of Kansas. I thank the
gentleman.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. SasATHI.

Mr. SABATH, Mr. Chairman, earlier
today I opposed this rule because I con=
sidered that the provisions in this bill,
especially as they relate to housing, were
manifestly unfair and unjustifiable. No
one can deny that there is still a great
shortage in housing; but, unfortunately,
my Republican friends, especially the
leaders, never seem to realize that the
ex-servicemen and the people of this
Nation are entitled to have a roof over
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their heads. I called their attention to
it years ago. Unfortunately, they have
always more or less opposed housing
legislation. In this bill they actually
scuttled the laws that we passed in aid
of housing, which I greatly regret. Of
course, they did that under the pretense
that they desire economy and to save
money, which is only said on the floor
of the House for political reasons and
for no other. They have even inveigled
some of the Democrats to vote with them
to make possible the adoption of some
of these outrageous restrictions as to
public housing,

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr. YATES. I agree with what the
gentleman has said. In committee I
opposed the provisions of the bill relat-
ing to housing. As a matter of fact, the
Bureau of the Budget attempted to cut
the 10-percent allotment to public hous-
ing which had been created by the Pub-
lic Housing Act of 1949, when it was
thought there would be 810,000 housing
units started this year. That was the
reason for the cut of public housing
units from 135,000 to 75,000 by the Bu-
reau of the Budget. I agree with the
gentleman, we need more. But certainly
this cut is unwarranted.

Mr. SABATH. I agree with the gen-
tleman. The other side does not object
to using the materials for the construc-
tion of plants here and there, many of
them unnecessary, but when it comes to
housing they always seem to be opposed
to it, and I have called their attention
to it, that the people will resent it, and
they will.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr., SABATH. I yield to the gentle-
man from California.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Is it the contention
of the gentleman that only the Federal
Government can build houses?

Mr. SABATH. Oh, no. You know
that I have advocated that private in-
dustry should build houses, but, unfor=-
tunately, up to a few years ago, they
failed because we failed to adopt the leg-
islation, due to the opposition of you
gentleman on that side. Had we adopt-
ed the laws that were recommended by
President Roosevelt 15 and 12 years ago,
there would have been no shortage of
housing today; but at that time, when
we could have built houses for perhaps
50 cents of the dollar value today, you
objected; your party is responsible for
the great shortage that exists today,
where the tenants are being mulcted by
the owners of apartment buildings to
such an extent that it is really, in many
instances, an outrage and a crime.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Iam sorry we did not
build the houses then——

Mr, SABATH. I am glad the gentle-
man agrees with me.

Mr. PHILLIPS. By private owner-
ship; but does not the gentleman think
that regulation X is the main impeding
restriction we have today?

Mr. SABATH. I would not say that
because I have not studied that problem,

All T want to say in conclusion is this:
A great deal has been said about the
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Merchant Marine and Fisheries. I say
this, that our committee 2 years ago
started that investigation. It is due to
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Hart], its present chairman, and many
of its members, that the old Board, that
was altogether too liberal, from my view-
point, and that I criticized, was elimi-
nated. The new Board is trying to safe-
guard the rights and interests of our
Treasury and our country.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Harpyl.

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, in look-
ing over the report on this appropria-
tion bill, I was somewhat puzzled by one
of the recommendations dealing with the
estimates of the General Services Ad-
ministration. In serving as a member of
this body it has been my pleasure to
work with the Administrator of General
Services Administration on several mat-
ters and although this agency has not
been in operation long I have been im=-
pressed with the abilities of the Admin-
istrator and the manner in which the
activities of the General Services Ad-
ministration are managed and super-
vised. I have also familiarized myself
somewhat with the provisions of the
Federal Property and Administrative
Sorvices Act, as amended by Public Law
754 of the Eighty-first Congress. As I
recall, this legislation was one of the
first enactments of the Congress imple-
menting the recommendations of the
Hoover Commission. If merged several
semiautonomous bureaus and adminis-
trations into the General Services Ad-
ministration, vesting the complete au-
thority for the management of affairs
in the Administrator. As previously in-
dicated, this legislation was consonant
with the recommendations of the Hoover
Commission to eliminate the specifie
legislative authorities running directly
to bureaus or constituent units of or-
ganization which, of course, tended to
hamper or restrict the authority of the
head of an agency to manage his agency’s
affairs in accordance with his judg-
ment.

The recommendation of the committee
to which I allude is contained on page 10
of the report wherein it is stated as
follows:

The committee 1s of the opinion that 1t
would be helpful to the Congress, the Bureau
of the Budget, and to GSA if funds for the
Public Buildings Service were submitted in a
separate appropriation paragraph. As point-
ed out heretofore, this item constitutes
nearly 90 percent of the entire operating
expense appropriation and consists, to a
large degree, of fixed charges. The new ap-
propriation item should include all sums
required for the administration and opera-
tion of activities under the Public Build-
ings Service from the Commissioner down,
consisting of the rental of space, operation,
and maintenance of buildings in and outside
the District of Columbia, space acquisition
and utilization, and related activities. The
committee requests, therefore, that the Bu-
reau of the Budget, with the assistance of
GSA, submit this portion of the operating
expense item as a separate appropriation
paragraph in the 1953 budget.

To me, this appears to be completely
incompatible with the intent of Congress
in enacting the Federal Property and Ad-
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ministrative Services Act and vesting the
authority and complete responsibility for
the management of the affairs and ac-
tivities of the General Services Admin-
istration within the Administrator.
Likewise, this recommendation seems to
me to be in conflict with the objectives
and legislative concepts as expressed by
the Congress in the Budget and Account-
ing Procedures Act of 1950.

The recommendations of the Hoover
Commission and provisions of the Fed-
eral Property and Administrative Serv-
ices Act recognize the necessity of elimi-
nating duplicative management and
administrative elements of related activ-
ities. They permit the responsible ad-
ministrative official, in this case the
Administrator of General Services Ad-
ministration, to consolidate such un-
necessary and overlapping independent
activities. An essential ingredient of
this facility is the establishment of an
appropriation structure which is conso-
nant with this over-all management con-
cept. The relative proportions of funds
to be utilized on individual programs
under the single general management
actually are not significant.

Without reasonable consolidation and
without control in the Administrator,
budgeting, financing, accounting, and
reporting transactions are multiplied in
almost geometric proportion. Informa-
tion recently developed by the Expendi-
tures Committee points up the almost
unbelievable amount of paper work re-
quired in procurement and related
financing and accounting operations at
the Detroit Ordnance Arsenal. The
proposed change in the appropriation
structure of the General Services Admin-
istration differs only in degree and not in
principle,

The Budget and Accounting Proce-
dures Act of 1950 provides in section 113
(a) that—

The head of each executive agency shall
establish and maintain systems of account-
ing and internal control designed to pro=-
vide: (1) Full disclosure of the financial re-
sults of the agency's activities; (2) adequate
financial information needed for the agency's
management purposes; (3) effective control
over and accountability for all funds, prop-
ertgr, and other assets for which the agency
is responsible, including appropriate internal
audit; (4) reliable accounting results to
serve as the basis for preparation and support
of the agency's budget requests, for con-
trolling the execution of its budget, and for
providing financial information required by
the Bureau of the Budget under section 213
of the Budget and Accounting Act, 1921 (42
Stat. 23); (5) suitable integration of the ac-
counting of the agency with the account-
ing of the Treasury Department in connec-
tion with the central accounting and re-
porting responsibilities imposed on the Sec-
retary of the Treasury by section 114 of this
part,

I had thought that in accordance with
the authorities conferred upon the Ad-
ministrator by the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act and the
legislative intent of the Congress with
respect to budget and accounting mat-
ters, that this agency’'s budget has been
presented in a manner which reflects
reliable financial effects of each and all
of its functions and activities. If this
is not the cace I feel sure the GSA can
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and will perform properly under exist-
ing appropriations structure.

Furthermore, it is my understanding
that this agency is attempting to
streamline its budget and accounting
operations and plans to make a further
appropriation consolidation, subject to
the approval of the Appropriations
Committee, which will lessen their ac-
counting burden but will at the same
time enable and permit them to report
to Congress the full disclosure of the
finanecial results of each individual ac-
tivity of the agency.

Of course, as the Members of this body
know, the Budget and Accounting Pro-
cedures Act of 1950 was, in fact, a legis-
lative enactment and sanction of the
joint accounting improvement program
currently being conducted by the Gen-
eral Accounting Office, the Bureau of
the Budget, and the Treasury Depart-
ment. Therefore, it follows that the
recommendation as contained in the
committee report is in conflict with the
joint accounting improvement program.

It is therefore of deep concern to me
that the Committee on Appropriations
should make a recommendation which
tends to revert to the adoption of some
of the ills as pointed out by the Hoover
Commission which will tend to restrict
the flexibility of the Administrator of
the General Services Administration in
the management of one of the most im-
portant agencies of the Government, and
would place an added and unnecessary
accounting burden on the agency.

The proposed changes in the appro-
priation structure seem to me to tend
toward the kind of condition we found at
the Detroit Arsenal. I feel certain that
the committee does not intend to pro-
mote such a condition. I should like to
ask the chairman of the subcommittee
one or two questions. I believe it was
his committee’s primary concern to get
before it all information covering the
related activities of the General Services
Administration. Isthat correct?

Mr. THOMAS. That is correct.

Mr. HARDY. You have no particular
desire to set up a separate paragraph or
to transfer jurisdiction of authority to a
unit head, do you?

Mr. THOMAS. That is correct.

Mr. HARDY. And you would not want
to take any action which would increase
the accounting difficulties or the admin-
istrative burden?

Mr. THOMAS. That is right,

Mr. HARDY. If the committee report
would carry to that extreme the require-
ments on General Services you would not
insist upon it?

‘Mr, THOMAS. Let me say to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Virginia, who
has certainly carried a tremendous lead
and who has done so much constructive
work along this line, that of all the things
the committee is interested in certainly
one is to avoid any increase in adminis-
trative expense. You can certainly rely
upon us that all we want is a clear-cut
picture of all the administrative details.
If they can get those details to the com-
mittee in any shape, manner, or form we
will welcome it. We do not want them to
go to any extra trouble. If they can do
it without setting up any bookkeeping
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activities, so much the better from our
point of view.

Mr. HARDY. I am deeply grateful to-

the chairman of the committee.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Chairman, I
move that the Committee do now rise, so
that the House may enjoy the National
Polish Day ceremony.

Mr, PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield, may I inquire what
time the House will meet tomorrow.

Mr. THOMAS. I will ask unanimous
consent later that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to convene
tomorrow at 11 a. m.

Mr. PHILLIPS. I thank the gentle-
man.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the motion of the gentleman from Texas,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker pro tempore [Mr., PriesT]
having assumed the chair, Mr., CHELF,
Chairman oif the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the State of the Union,
reported that that Committee, having
had under consideration the bill (H. R.
3880) making appropriations for the
Executive Office and sundry independent
executive bureaus, boards, commissions,
corporations, agencies, and offices, for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and
for other purposes, had come to no reso-
lution thereon.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Woodruff, its enrolling clerk, announced
that the Senate agrees to the report of
the committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the House to the bill (S.
271) entitled “An act to authorize the
transfer to the Vermont Agricultural
College of certain lands in Addison
County, Vt., for agricultural purposes.”

The message also announced that the
Vice President has appointed Mr. JoENS-
TOoN of South Carolina and Mr, LANGER
members of the joint select committee on
the part of the Senate, as provided for in
the act of August 5, 1939, entitled “An act
to provide for the disposition of certain
records of the United States Govern-
ment,” for the disposition of executive
papers referred to in the report of the
Alrcé:tivist of the United States numbered
51-20.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the House
adjourns today, it convene tomorrow at
11 o'clock.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Texas?

There was no objection.

AUTHORIZING CLERK TO RECEIVE MES-
SAGES FROM SENATE AND AUTHORIZ-
ING SPEAKER TO SIGN ENROLLED BILLS
AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that notwithstand-
ing the adjournment of the House today,
the Clerk be authorized to receive mes-
sages from the Senate, and that the
Speaker be authorized to sign any en-
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rolled bills and joint resolutions duly
passed by the two Houses and found
truly enrolled.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Texas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAEKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to special order heretofore agreed to,
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. MaceHrOwWIcz]l for 2
hours.

POLISH CONSTITUTION DAY

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, in
the history and development of modern
democratic overnments, i’ is usually the
constitution of these governments that
sets the standards and the rallying
points of advancing political and eco-
nomic freedom,

The Polish tradition of liberty and
democracy found brilliant exprzssion in
the 3d of May constifution of 1791, the
most democratic constitution to have
been promulgated in the Old World up
to that time. And it was the only con-
stitution received by any nation without
bloodshed. This constitution, express-
ing the genius and the tradition of the
Polish people, recognized the equality of
all men, proclaimed religious liberty and
established by kasic law the freedonr of
thought and speech. This constitution,
this charter of human liberty, was
adopted in Poland on the very heels of
the American and French revolutions,
Thus Poland joined with the new Amer-
ican Republic in enshrining in basic law
the ideals of human dignity and liberty.

The similiarity between the American
Constitution and the Pol’;h Constitution,
of Polish liberty and American ljberty,
was not one of mere coincidence in time,
Historic contribution to American inde-
pendence and to victory in our war of
literation was made by many gallant
sons of Poland, whose names are well
known in American history, heroes who
rushed to these shores as soon as they
heard the thrilling call of men to arms
in the battle of liberty.

The Polish Constitution of 1791 did
not, of course, long endure. The tyrants
of Russia, Austria, and Prussia could not
tolerate this bold flowering of human
spirit. They could not permit, in close
proxiniity to their territory, the spectacle
of human dignity, worth, and freedom,
this cultivation of the dangerous doc-
trine of democracy. And so Poland was
extinguished as a nation.

Not until 1918, through the interven-
tion of that great President, Woodrow
Wilson, was Poland again free. It was
President Wilson who then expressed as
our American doctrine the position that
every people has the inherent right to
determine its own national destiny.

Today again the torch of liberty is ex-
tinguished in Poland. And yet the name
of Poland should bring warmth to the
hearts of every lover of freedom through-
out the world. Our United States owes
a special debt of honor to the Polish
people, they whose heroism has kept
alive so long the light of freedom in
Eastern Europe. It is Poland which was
made the reason for opening of World
War II. It is Poland which, ironically
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enough, we find nevertheless today in the
toils of Soviet tyranny and slavery.
There is a tragic injustice in Poland’s
fate, in view of her glorious record of
determination and sacrifice for the cause
of liberty throughout the world. But
Poland’s fate is not unique. In our kind
of world there will scarcely be justice for

Poland until there is justice for Eastern

Europe, justice for all of mankind.

The mask has now been stripped from
the face of Communist aggression, and
underneath it we find the grim counte-
nance of Soviet imperialism which
threatens to engulf not only Europe but
eventually all of the world, unless the
free people of the world come fo an early
awakening of the grim truth.

In 1939 Poland had to stand alone and
hopelessly outnumbered by the Nazi
hordes in its heroic defense of its free-
dom. The subsequent defeat of Hitler in
World War II did not bring relief to
stricken Poland. The world was told that
Poland would again be free and inde-
pendent. But the United States had not
yet awakened to its responsibilities as a
world power and defender of freedom.
And so it was that Stalin was able to
carry out his diabolical plot against Po-
land while the rest of the world stood
helplessly by and watched a noble, free-
dom-loving people bludgeoned into sub-
mission. The Russian guaranties of free
elections and freedom of the press nroved
to be empty and cynical pledges which
they had no intention of fulfilling. Un-
der a brutal campaign of terror, slavery,
purges, and tyranny, Poland, a shattered
nation, b:came subjected to Russian
generals and Kremlin bureaucrats in
Polish uniforms.

The tragic story of Poland is impor-
tant not only to Poles but to all of the
freedom-loving people of the world. It
should constantly remind us of two very
important lessons. First, it should im-
press upon our minds the necessity of
international cooperation and action
through the United Nations to prevent
aggression and to protect the independ-
ence of small nations. And it should also
be an everlasting reminder that when the
Russians speak of democracy and prom-
ise freedom, they are in reality thinking
of tyranny and promising slavery.

But the United Nations, in order to
continue to retain the respect of the
civilized world, must have a firm deter-
mination to act with courage and speed
to prevent aggression. It will then again
be the hope of mankind and capture the
imagination of all peoples, even those
living under the iron curtain.

The determination to finally stand up
and resist aggression in Korea was a
great step forward. It revived a light of
hope to the free people of the world.
But let us not let them down again, for
we may never have another chance.

Now that the future of our own Amer-
fca is so obviously threatened by the
menace of Soviet aggression, it is imper-
ative that all Americans be made aware
of what Soviet ruthlessness and what the
callousness of Red Russian policy really
means.

The American people and the world
must be told also and elearly what our
policy is, and we must firmly stand by it.
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This is no time for partisanship and no
time to seek partisan capital out of a
critical world situation. Nero fiddled
while Rome burned. And we today are
engaging in an old-fashioned partisan
battle while our very existence is at
stake.

We have no longer any moral or legal
grounds to remain bound to the compacts
of Yalta and Tehran. Russia has vio-
lated them in spirit and in deed.

But there are some among us today
who are willing to make political capital
out of the Yalta and Tehran agreements
and in the same breath advocate a de-
featist policy of isolationism; a policy of
refusal to help Europe defend itself
against communism, a policy which not
only brings bleak gloom and despair to
those in Poland and other countries be-
yond the iron curtain in whom there
still remains some hope and confidence,
but what is most tragic, a policy which
cannot help but bring communism closer
to our own shores.

And nowhere in the recent policy
speeches in the great debate can we yet
find any assurance that those who rise
against the Russian despot elsewhere
can count on our moral and material
support. We seem strangely indifferent
to the fate of those on the other side
of the iron curtain.

I am thoroughly convinced that the
people of Poland, in whom the spirit of
freedom and liberty has always burned
brightly, cannot and will not submit in-
definitely to the rule of their Communist
oppressors. I am confident that when
the opportunity presents itself, the
Polish people will throw off the yoke of
dictatorship and again seek the freedom
and independence which is their right
and their ultimate destiny.

One of our best allies in the coming
struggle with Soviet Russia, a struggle
which appears to be more certain with
every passing day, will be those Polish
patriots who have so long made their
mark upon the pages of the struggle for
liberty throughout the world.

Let us proclaim in ringing words that
the free portion of mankind will never
reconcile itself to the permanent en-
slavement of those now subjugated by
the Communists; that we shall not con-
sider our job done until there is a com-
plete liberation of all the Sovietized
people. Let us break down their awful
sense of isolation from the democratic
world,

And words alone will not be enough.
They must be backed by deeds—dra-
matic, forthright, and unequivoecal. Only
then shall we come to the great conflict
of our era with clean hands and clean
consciences. Only then will we capture
the powerful, and perhaps decisive,
weapon represented by the explosive dis=-
contents, by the aspirations for freedom,
in the Communist dominated part of
the world.

President Truman on April 6, 1945,
said:

We shall refuse to recognize any Govern-
ment imposed on any nation by the force of
any foreign power.

Let us repeat and implement that
pledge with a positive and forceful dec-
laration that we shall never rest until
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true freedom is restored to all freedom-
loving people of the world, and until the
obscene shadows of Kremlin power and
Kremlin ambitions are lifted by the com-
bined might of freemen on both sides of
the iron curtain.

Mr. YATES. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MACHROWICZ.
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, I should
like to commend the gentleman for the
scholarly, splendid address he has made,
and to join with him in the expressions
he has given to the House today. I also
want to say that I, too, look forward to
the day, as I know the people of America

I yield to the

+do, when once again there will sound

from the radios of Poland the strains of
Chopin’s Polonaise Militaire proclaiming
to the world that Poland is again free.

Mr. MACHROWICZ, Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. DINGELL].

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, this day
in the annals of history records the great
advance of the liberty loving and demo-
cratic people of Poland. On May 3, 1791,
the Parliament of Poland adopted her
famous constitution. This was a mile-
stone on the highway of progress which
followed along the same course as that
prescribed by the Constitution and the
Bill of Rights; which made America the
land of the free, the champion of the
oppressed, and a friend of all mankind.
On the basis of our constitutional
achievements, the world today looks to
us for guidance and support.

Over the course of centuries the people
of Poland have made progress and their
objective has always been to live peace-
fully with their neighbors, while at home
their fundamental desire, premised on a
wholesome family life imbued with a re-
ligious fervor, was patterned to grow into
a nation dedicated to the principle of
perpetuating human dignity and the
freedom of the citizen. The concept
among the people of Poland, which is so
deeply ingrained, holds that government
is the servant and not the master, and
accordingly that the duly chosen repre-
sentatives of the people must carry out
the untrammeled will of the electorate
and not impose its autocratic will upon
those whom it was intended to serve.

The people of Poland at this time, sub-
jugated as they are by a despised and
unfriendly foreign ideology and power,
yearn for the day when the yoke of this
oppression may be broken and discarded
forever and the perverted and godless
foe driven beyond its border. The peo-
ple of Poland walled off behind the iron
curtain may be assured that the Ameri-
can people, spurred by the patriotism
and exemplary lives of more than 7,000,-
000 Americans of Polish antecedents,
share the hopes and the aspirations of
the people of Poland. We want to as-
sure them, Mr. Speaker, on this day
commemorating the adoption of the
great Polish document of freedom that
we have neither forgotten nor aban-
doned them to the bestiality of commu-
nistic dominance and control. No bar-
rier, be it iron curtain or Chinese wall,
will ever isolate or divide the people of
Poland from their friends in the United
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States of America. Every loyal Ameri-
can prays for the day when friendly re-
lations between the Poles and the Amer-
icans may be freely and happily re-
sumed, when the communistic hordes
will be driven out or destroyed, and the
glory that is Poland once again brought
into its own. The imprint of the Musco-
vite horde and the welt of their murder-
ous whiplash will be eradicated and
healed, please God at the earliest day.
We in America, like our brethren in
Poland, hold fast to the teaching of our
Holy Mother the Church, deriving our
daily sustenance in our undying faith
that Poland’'s bonds will be broken and
that she will rise again along with her

sister pations who have been chained

and enslaved by the fiends of commu-
nism. The spirit of the true Christian
like a cuirass will give protection to the
faithful people of Polard in their un-
shaken will as expressed in their daily
prayers. Each day as the sun rises they
will continue to raise their eyes and their
hearts toward Mary the Queen of the
Polish Crown, and in her intercsssion
there will be the final assurance of Po-
land’s complete restoration and the re-
sumption of Poland’s rightful place in
the family of friendly nations.

The periods of persecution which the
people of Poland seemingly must endure
from time to time tends to temper the
spirit which makes them a race which
can never be exterminated and which
will live forever.

Mr., MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the distinguished majority lead-
er, the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. McCorMACK].

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, to-
day is the anniversary of the institution
of the constitution of Poland.

After centuries of subjugation and t.he
travail of conquering partitions, Poland
emerged from the maelstrom of World
War I as an integrated and full-fledged
democracy in middle Europe.

Modern Poland and the democratic
constitution under which it functioned
were a monument to the political genius
of Woodrow Wilson.

Modeled closely upon our own scheme
of representative government, the Polish
Constitution brought order to a people
who had cherished and nurtured the
hope of liberty with grim determination
against seemingly hopeless odds
throughout years of desperation.

How bitter, then, must be the hearts
of the liberty-loving Poles in viewing
today what appears to be the wreckage
of their hopes.

The constitution so laboriously
brought forth for the governance of free
Poland is today prostituted to the ma-
nipulations of a puppet government
which serves the beck and call of its
masters in the Kremlin.

Its guaranties of political, social, and
religious freedom are reduced to grimly
ironic platitudes in the obscene mouth-
ings of men who neither love Poland nor
respect any constitution.

The tragedy which has befallen Po=-
land in the form of her present parti-
tion is the more awful because it seem-
ingly was accomplished under the forms
and procedures of her democratic con-
stitution.
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The world outside the iron curtain
knows, however, that the overpowering
army of a hostile neighbor is the cause
of Poland’s plight, and that her con-
stitution is truly suspended under the
tyrannical government which rules her
soil as a satellite of Soviet Russia.

When our own great charter of Fed-
eral Government went into effect, Ben-
jamin Franklin stated that—

Our Constitution is in actual operation;
everything appears to promise it will last,
but in this world nothing is certain but
death and taxes.

The same appearances of promise at-
tended the inauguration of the Polish
Constitution. It was drafted here on
our own soil. It was devised and in-
tended to last for perpetuity. But its
inherent virtue as an instrument of
government was destroyed by venal men
who were unworthy of its blessings.

Therein lies the pity and the tragedy
of the present woeful state of the Polish
Constitution.

Governments—

Said the founder of Pennsyivi.n.a—
like clocks, go from the motion men give
them and, as governments are made and
moved by men, so by men they are ruined,
too. Therefore, governments rather depend
upon men than men upon governments,

The successful usurpation of the Gov-
ernment of Poland by men of political
immorality leaves her constitution un-
scathed. The true virtue of Poland is
in the body of her people.

When those people shall rise again,
as they always have, from the ruins of
their nation’s conquest, they shall again
clothe themselves with the adornments
of freedom, justice, and brotherhood un-
der the Polish Constitution.

It is only a matter of time and let
us hope it will be soon, when the brave,
liberty-loving people of Poland, a deeply
religious people, will again regain their
freedom and independence.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the distinguished dean of the
Illinois delegation [Mr. SABATH].

Mr. SABATH. Mr, Speaker, 44 years
ago it was my privilege in this House to
speak on the one hundred and sixteenth
anniversary of the adoption of the con-
stitution submitted by King Stanislas
Augustus II to the Polish Diet; today we
recall the one hundred and sixtieth an-
niversary of this event which lives in the
minds and the memory of Poles every-
where. This document embodied the
dreams of a great leader—dreams of lib-
erty and democracy for a nation and its
people following the liberation of strug-
gling Poland from Prussian and Russian
despotism. It is significant to note that
this constitution was adopted about 15
years after our immortal Constitution
became a reality. It was hailed by the
Polish Congress of that day as a master
document, and it received the unani-
mous approval of the Diet. Polish na-
tionalism and Polish democracy had at
last been achieved in the minds of the
Jeaders of that day. There was joy and
exultation throughout the land. The
lights of Warsaw blazoned throughout
the night; at last they were free.

It was the hope and dream of King
Stanislas and his followers that from this

May 3

constitution would com: the stability to
discourage the aggressive plans of her
powerful neighbors. It sought to estab-
lish order under law. It held that re-
form without order was a tragic waste.
This was perhaps its greatest promise to
the people of Poland.

With powerful and ruthless dictators

-firmly entrenched on both sides, the

hopes and aspirations of the Polish peo-
ple were all too soon crushed by the
second and third partitions in 1793 and
1795. Then, as always, Poland was the
victim of its geographical location. A
land of fertile plains, with little natural
defensive barriers, it soon succumbed to
the rolling hordes of the German Empire
and Russia. Frederick William and
Catherine the Great sent their armies on
a tour of devastation and subjugation
once again, and Poland lost her freedom
and liberty.

In 1918, during World War I, the fate
of Poland and other small nations of
Europe, was again uppermost in the
minds of our diplomats and those of our
allies. It was in 1918 that I introduced
a resolution to recognize the Polish
regiments who joined others in fighting
the Hapsburg autocracy, as part of our
allied forces, which sacrificed its all in
the fight against the Kaiser and his fol-
lowers in the hope that through the de-
feat of Imperial Germany the liberty
and freedom that Poland was seeking
would become a reality.

Knowing that Germany and Kaiser
Wilhelm actually controlled the Austrian
Army, I had urged President Wilson not
to conclude a separate peace with
Austria-Hungary because it would not
have brought an earlier end to the war
as many believed, nor would it have
advanced the interest of self-determina-
tion and freedom for Poland and other
oppressed peoples of Europe. I was
proud indeed that I finally succeeded in
convincing President Wilson that we
should keep our pledge and assurance to
these liberty-loving and freedom-seeking
peoples by refusing to negotiate a sepa-
rate peace with Austria-Hungary.

After the defeat of Germany and
Austria-Hungary, I urged, together with
Professor Paderewski, Professor Ma-
saryk, and other leaders of small nations,
that the United States should demand
that autonomy and freedom be given
these oppressed nations. As a member
of the Foreign Affairs Committee of the
House at that time I was gratified that
this was brought about and Poland re-
united as a free and independent nation.

In the case of Poland, as in many other
instances, history has shown that peace,
democracy, and stately order cannot be
confined within the borders of any one
nation. The peace the people of Po-
land sought in that day, and the peace
the peoples of the world so earnestly pray
for today, can only come through a
meeting of the minds of leaders in
nations the world over. It can never be
achieved by wars, bloodshed, slaughter,
and devastation. Again, hlstory through-
out all the ages has shown that the
cruel scars of the hates and enmi-
ties engendered by conflict are never
healed. Even though treaties are signed
providing for the peaceful solution of
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problems after war’s end, the sores and
ugly wounds resulting from these wars
suddenly become infected again, and the
noble words and efforts of diplomats and
statesmen around the peace table be-
come meaningless and the treaties mere
seraps of paper.

The great problem facing the world
today, as always, is to change the char-
acter of dictators whose aggressive de-
signs on weak and struggling nations in-
evitably result in cataclysms of horror.
Difficult as this task might seem, it is not
impossible. Here is to be found the
basis of American foreign policy today.
The United Nations is the one hope of a
torn and distressed world to accomplish
this end. With all of the set-backs thus
far experienced, I feel very strongly that
patience and determination will ulti-
mately result in the success of the United
Nations in its laudable effort to bring
peace and tranquillity among nations, to
bring order out of chaos in world affairs,
and to end the heartless slaughter and
terrible destruction the world is con-
stanfly enduring. -

Only when real peace is firmly estab-
lished can the people of Poland and other
small nations again enjoy the true free-
dom, liberty, order, and justice, so
clearly outlined in the historic Polish
Constitution of 1791. When that day
dawns, as I hope and pray it will in the
very near future, the people of Poland
will again witness the unanimous action
of its Diet ordaining and establishing
a new constitution worthy of a great
people, designed along the same lofty
principles of freedom, democracy, and
justice for all, laid down so wisely by
King Stanislas Augustus II in that event-
ful year 1781. I earnestly hope and con-
fidently expect when peace becomes a
reality that Poland will regain the do-
main wrested from her and that all her
nationals will again be reunited as one
in the family of nations.

Mr. Speaker, it is fitting that on this
anniversary date we recall the great
work of this democratic leader as an
encouragement and inspiration to the
freedom-loving peoples of Poland, re-
minding them that the struggle for peace
is unending; it must go on until its full
realization is with us all. Let all who
believe that people everywhere are en-
titled to the freedom and liberty which
we enjoy, cooperate and aid in every way
so that Poland’s aspirations, dreams, and
hopes may come true and that once
again they will become one of the great
nations of the world.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may desire to
the distinguished minority leader, the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
MarTIN].

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, this is a memorable date in
the minds and the hearts of the people
of Poland and people of Polish ancestry
everywhere in the world. This is the
one hundredth and sixtieth anniversary
of the adoption of the Polish Constitu-
tion—the charter of liberty for the peo-
ple of Poland.

That great nation has been the victim
of much bitter suffering and humilia-
tion since Constitution Day in 1791,
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Throughout her history she has endured
the disaster of military conquest at the
hands of more powerful neighbors sev-
eral times. She is today under the dom-
ination of the Soviet Union, and her peo-
ple today are tasting the bitter dregs of
Communist rule,

In company with other countries be-
hind the darkness of the iron curtain, the
people of Poland have learned the sor-
rowful lessons from harsh personal ex-
perience that where communism pre-
vails there is no freedom of the body,
of the mind, or of the spirit. Her peo-
ple were among the first to learn that
communism is a godless struggle for
world dictatorship founded on atheistic
materialism.

But even now, as always before when
she has been ground under the heel of
foreign aggression, Poland may take
some measure of comfort in the inspira-
tion of this day on which her constitu-
tional liberties were defined and given
effect 160 years ago. The memories of
that great event linger on as a basis for
the hope and the prayers of Poles for
the dignity of freedom and independ-
ence,

A nation which produced men with
the courage and the will of a Pulaski, a
Sobieski, and a Kosciusko is a nation
which will never succumb to the lash
of the dictatorship of communism or
any other atheistic dogma.

It is a nation which is determined to
regain its freedom no matter how long
freedom must wait.

Not alone Americans of Polish descent
but Americans who admire and respect
the yearning of mankind everywhere for
dignity and freedom share on this day
a feeling of fraternity and kinship with
the people of Poland whose fight for free-
dom may have been slowed down by a
ruthless police state, but we take com-
fort in the knowledge that their fight
will go on until it is won.

May God speed that great day.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. KLUCZYNSKI].

Mr. ELUCZYNSKI Mr. Speaker, the
anniversary of the adoption of the Con-
stitution of Poland—May 3, 1791—pre-
sents to us the best opportunity for an
appraisal of the true meaning of the
present tragic plight of Poland.

The following two undisputable facts
characterize the present situation:

First. Poland always was and today
still remains an essentially western coun-
try, a Christian land whose culture, civ-
ilization, and attitude were as western
in its orientation as those of France,
Italy, Spain, and other western European
countries,

Second. At the present time, while
Poland is subjugated under Communist
regime whose Soviet masters are in Mos-
cow, Poland’s centuries-old ties with the
western culture and with the Christian
world have been cut off, against the Na-
tion’s will, against its history and tra-
dition, and against its best interest.

Poland's Constitution of May 3, 1791,
was the best expression of Poland’s west-
ern way of thinking, Poland’s strong in-
tellectual and ideological ties with the
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cultured west, as opposed to the then,
and still now, barbarian east.

It seems needless to prove that what
happened in Warsaw, Poland, on that
historic day of May 3, 1791, was but a
logical result of the Poles’ thinking and
feeling along the lines of the then under-
going revolutionary changes in France,
and, indeed, in these United States.

The powerful wind that was blowing
from the west could not fail to reach
Poland. The overthrow of the obsolete
and ‘tyrannical French monarchy, the
ensuing currents of liberation of the
human flesh and soul from dictatorial
bondage, the actions undertaken by the
revolutionary leaders of this country,
have as they indeed must have, influ-
enced the thinking and the conduct of
the leaders of Poland.

Although Poland’s monarchical system
and the elective kings that it installed
on Poland’s throne, were in many ways
much more liberal and certainly less dic-
tatorial than most of the monarchical
systems at the time prevailing in Eu-
rope—it was, nevertheless, true that a
majority of Poland’s population, espe-
cially the peasant class and the inhabi-
tants of that country’s towns and cities,
were deprived of any influence on the
affairs of state, at that time, before adop-
tion of the liberal constitution of 1791.
It is also true, however, that no other
counfry in Europe had, at that time, a
more democratic system of government
based on a limited constituency.

The adoption of the constitution of
May 3, 1791, brought Poland into the
ranks of the new democracies of the
world. Being threatened then—as she
was throughout the nineteenth and twen-
tieth centuries—and up to date, unfor-
tunately, by separate or combined efforts
of Russia and Germany, regardless of the
coloring of the regimes that the two
predatory countries might have at their
respective helms at any time, Poland has
seen fit to enlarge the constituency upon
which the Government was based, to
give complete equality to all classes of
its population, and to make a decisive
step on exactly the same way to self-
government, that this Nation had chosen
under George Washington, assisted by
the great son of Poland, Thaddeus
Kosciusko.

The numerous provisions of the May
3 constitution include certain basic
elements which have retained a lasting
value for the Polish nation, as well as a
number of valuable, just, and sound
decisions.

The greatness of the May 3, 1791, con-
stitution consisted in the fact that it
eliminated fundamental weaknesses of
the Polish parliamentary and social sys-
tem, and that is also the reason why this
day marks both the crowning act of re-
generation of the spirit of the Polish na-
tion in the second half of the eighteenth
century and, also, a testament of the
progressive and evolutionary methods
with which the Poles entered political
life after the temporary downfall of
their own state,

In the very forefront of lasting con-
tributions of this constitution we must
place the principle of the sovereignty of
the people in the state, which sovereignty
was also made the primary postulate of
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the first constitution of the restored Po-
land, passed on March 17, 1921, In the
1791 constitution this principle was for-
mulated in the words:

All power in civil society should be derived
from the will of the people, its end and object
being the preservation and integrity of the
state, the civil liberty, and the good order of
society, on an equal scale, and on a lasting
foundation. Three distinct powers shall
compose the Government of the Polish na-
tion, according to the present constitution,
via:

1. Legislative power in the states as-
sembled.

2. Executive power in the King and council
of inspection.

8. Judicial power in jurisdiction existing,
or to be established.

To any Western European, who had
been reared in the French ideas, or even
more in the age-old parliamentarianism
of Britain, or in the principles which
have been natural to the United States
from their very beginning, this principle
is almost a truism, and something nat-
ural in itself. But in Eastern and Cen-
tral Europe it cuts off the Poles and the
Polish political tradition completely
from both the Germans and the Rus-
sians, who have been reared throughout
the centuries in the principle of state,
and not national sovereignty.

The philosophy of government dis-
cernable throughout this Polish Consti-
tution would lead one to believe that the
American people and the Polish people
had each drawn inspiration for their re-
spective constitutions from the same
source,

Throughout the May 3 constitution
runs a philosophy of humanitarianism
and tolerance, such as—

‘We publish and proclaim a perfect and en-
tire liberty to all people, either who may be
newly coming to settle, or those who, having
emigrated, would return to their native
country; and we declare most solemnly, that
any person coming into Poland, from what-
ever part of the world or returning from
abroad, as soon as he sets his foot on the
territory of the republic, becomes free and at
liberty to exercise his industry, wherever and
in whatever manner he pleases, to settle
either in towns or villages, to form, and rent
lands and houses, on tenures and contracts,
for as long a term as may be agreed on; with
liberty to remain, or to remove, after having
fulfilled the obligations he may have volun=
tarily entered into.

We find in this Polish Constitution,
adopted almost contemporaneously
with our own Federal Constitution, rule
by majority, secret ballot at public elec-
tions, and the language relating to reli-
gion that—

The same holy religion commands us to
love our neighbors, we, therefore, owe to all
people of whatever persuasion, peace in mat-
ters of faith, and the protection of govern-
ment; consequently, we assure, to all persua-
eions and religions, freedom and liberty, ac-

cording to the laws of the country, and In
all dominions of the republic.

Thus, it was on May 38, in 1791, barely
2 years after the adoption of its Consti-
tution by the United States in 1789, that
Peoland without a bloody revolution or
even without a disorder succeeded in re-
forming her public life.

That is why Poles everywhere since
that year on May 3, on the anniversary
of the adoption of this liberal constiiu-
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tion, celebrate their national holiday.
In observing this day, we are joining
Poles all over the world—in establishing
spiritual contact with the only country
where no celebrations of this national
Polish holiday are allowed—namely, in
liberated Poland.

Russia and Germany—or Prussia as it
was then called—prevented Poland from
gaining strength under the new consti-
tution and with the assistance of the
then existing Austrian monarchy pro-
ceeded to perpetrate the worst crime of
the nineteenth century, the occupation
and dismemberment of Poland.

The same crime was perpetrated by
the same partners—minus Austria, of
course—in 1939. And once more, the
same crime was perpetrated by the only
remaining member of the international
criminal gang—Russia, under Stalin this
time as in 1939—after the last war in
1945.

It seems improper to sound facetious in
discussing problems of such gravity,
magnitude and purport, as the problem
of Poland. But, one cannot help but feel
a little encouraged when one realizes
that there is only one member of the in-
ternational predatory group left—Soviet
Russia.

Our President, speaking on behalf of
the United States, has stated that—

Our country would not recognize any gov-
ernment imposed on any nation by the
forces of any foreign power,

This looking toward a resurrection of a
free Poland will find heart in the pledge
of the American people.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr, Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, today,
May 3, is the one hundred and sixtieth
anniversary of the Polish National Con-
stitution.

Every loyal son of Poland, whether in
the motherland or living beyond its bor-
ders, celebrates this anniversary with pa-
triotic pride. Every loyal friend of the
brave and freedom-loving Polish people
joints in commemorating this day with
the hope that the time is not too far
distant when Poland will again become
a free and independent nation.

Poland, back through the years, has
always fought for liberty and freedom
whenever its domain has been encroached
upon by powerful aggressor nations. In
the recent war Poland was the first na-
tion to take a stand, not only against
the Panzer divisions of the Nazis but also
against the vicious onslaught of the So-
viet tyrant. Poland did not submit
meekly agains terrific odds as did other
nations at the beginning of World War
II. As we look back upon the beginning
of Hitler’s aggression, we remember how
Hitler conquered country after country
and the world looked with hope that his
onslaught would be hampered and de-
layed. The world will never forget the
valiant and brave defense of Warsaw in
September of 1939 by the heroie stand
of the Polish Army. The heroic Polish
people from the beginning of the war
battled the invader not only within their

own borders but also on every other battle
front in Europe until the enemy sur-
rendered. Poland’s loss, per capita, was
the greatest in human life and with pris-
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oners in murderous concentration camps
of any nation in that conflict.

Poland carried through and fought on
and was deserving of the highest reward
for the victory, but today Poland is not
free. She is governed by a communistic
regime forced upon her by Soviet Russia.
The Polish peorle are not Communists.
They believe in free enterprise and
freedom of religion. They are a Chris-
tian people. The Polish people have de-
fended Christianity for centuries and
will continue to do so until the last ves-
tige of atheistic communism is driven
from their country.

Poland has a right to demand the
restoration of her eastern boundaries as
they were in 1939 and her western
boundaries permanently fixed on the
Oder-Niesse line. This is territory from
which she has been robbed and it must
be returned.

The Russian betrayal, as it allowed
the Nazi overlords to slaughter the
Polish people, will be recorded as his-
tory’s most barbarous duplicity and
treachery.

The discovery of the graves of over
5,000 Polish officers near Katyn on April
12, 1943, reveals a new low in interna-
tional banditry, the like of which has
never been surpassed in world history.
Over a year and a half ago I called upon
the  State Department, International
Red Cross, and also in a speech on the
floor of Congress, demanded that a spe-
cial investigation be instituted in order
to secure concrete and direct evidence to
officially determine the responsibility for
the massacre at Katyn. In response to
this, both of these departments assured
me that every effort would be made to
directly place the responsibility for this
violation of international law regarding
captive soldiers.

I am recalling these facts because it
is our duty to keep alive in the minds of
free nations everywhere the type of
criminal intellect which predominates
the brain of the present rulers of the
communistic Soviet regime. It is evi-
dent now that the democratic and free
nations of the world must marshal all
their forces to stamp out the spread of
dictatorial aggression and not repeat the
mistakes that were made affer World
War I when the isolationists got control
of our Government and repudiated
Woodrow Wilson's League of Nations.
Had America, the greatest Nation of the
world, accepted its responsibilities 30
years ago, aggression by dictators could
have been stopped and World War II
would have been avoided.

We must now rally behind the United
Nations, and it is my earnest hope and
belief that the steps that we have taken
in Korea to stop aggression, will be the
keginning of the age-cld effort to suc-
cessfully outlaw war. No in}ernationa.l
organization similar ‘o the sfrength and
power of the United Nations has ever
been tried in world history before. Let
us hope that we have founi a solution,

We must follow through. If we do,
Stalin will either be crushed from with-
out or cverthrown by his own subjiects
from within. The gallant Polish nation,
which has fought so many defensive wars
in times past, will again achieve the in-
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dependence, the liberty and the peace to
which she is entitled. Until Russia
proves by her actions that she is willing
to cooperate instead of dominate, the
United Nations must be ready and on
guard for any surprise attack.

The time has now come when every
nation in the world which intends to sur-
vive, must know that it cannot make
agreements with other nations and dis-
card them. High on the priority list of
wrongs to be undone, is to require that
Russia withdraw all of her military and
civilian forces from Poland and permit
that heroic nation to breathe freely
again., The same yardstick applies to
other nations under the whiplash of
tyranny. The democratic nations want-
ed peace too much when the war was
raging with Japan. That was before the
atom bomb appeared on the scene. Un-
fortunate concessions were made to Rus-
sia for her help in the Japanese war
theater,

The mistakes made at Yalta 6 years
ago today in yielding to the Russians
must be corrected and rectified. At that
time, our military leaders underestimat-
ed our strength. We did not know then
that the atom bomb was soon to knock
Japan into surrender. Yalta and Tehran
and the results of the mistakes incident
to those conclaves, will be a threat to
world peace until the day comes when
the Soviet aggressor retreats behind its
own border., Russia has broken its
promises—agreements made at Yalta
and Tehran should be thrown in the
wastebasket.

Where slavery by a dictator exists as
it does in Poland, or any other nation
who wishes to be free, it stands as a
threat to freedom everywhere. The
communistic dictatorship will be even=
tually overthrown in Russia and it is our
earnest hope that this will come about
from a revolution within. Whether
from within or from outside force, Soviet
dictatorship of democratic countries
cannot continue. Our sacrifices to pro-
tect freedom throughout the world are
costly, but necessary.

A free and independent Poland will
rise again so that Polish Constitution
day, May 3, can continue to be a reality.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
Furcorol.

Mr, FURCOLO. Mr., Speaker,
throughout the world today, all Poles and
all persons of Polish extraction together
with all freedom-loving people pause to
commemorate the Polish Fourth of
July. One hundred and sixty years
ago today, the Polish Constitution was
adopted, a very definite step toward
the recognition of the basic right of all
people to a free and democratic way of
life.

The history of the Polish people is a
glorious one—it is a record of valor un-
surpassed, of courage without fear, of
honor without blemish. And so it is
fitting today that we recall Poland’s mag-
nificent heritage, ever present through
the years, that we recall that spirit of
Poland which never yielded its devotion
to an ideal.
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It has been said that the true measure
of a people’s greatness is in its fidelity
to its native ideals. If this be true, then
the Polish people are without peer, for
the record they have achieved in resist-
ing the forces of oppression and tyran-
ny in the face of almost insurmountable
odds stands as a splendid example to
people of all races and all creeds.

Through the centuries, Poland has had
her great leaders—her Pulaski, her
Sobjeski and her Kosciusko—men of
extraordinary courage, character, and
capabilities. Yet all the great men of
Poland, no matter how varied their
spheres of influence or how different their
fields of endeavor, have inherited several
things in common which gave them their
reason for being—their love of God and
their religion, their love of country, and
their burning desire for its eventual lib-
eration.

The heroic stand of Poland in 1939 in
the face of aggression by superior force
was an example of courage unparalleled
in history. When Poland offered the
first resistance to the overwhelming
strength of Hitler and the Nazi war ma-
chine, she inspired the freedom-loving
nations of the world and brought home
to them the first realization of the Axis
threat to eivilization. Had Poland com-
promised instead of resisting aggression,
the whole course of history might have
been changed.

Poland’s contribution to the success
of the allied nations during World War
IT and the fight of her people to preserve
Western civilization as they had on sev-
eral previous occasions make it incum-
bent upon us to keep faith with the
Polish people now at a time when her
long-cherished freedom is once again in
chains.

‘We must continue our efforts to restore
Poland to her prewar glory. We are
morally obligated to render all possible
assistance to Poland in her underground
struggle to break the chains of Russian
communism by which she is now sur-
rounded and which threaten to engulf
all of Europe.

If we of the United Nations go forward
in the spirit of the brave people of Po-
land, who are resisting by every possible
means the domination of Communist
Russia and her satellites, it is my con-
viction that we can build a world where
intolerance and aggression are only bit-
ter memories of the past and where the
ideals of liberty and justice are adhered
to by all nations of the world.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr,
GORDON].

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, today is
the one hundred and sixtieth anniver-
sary of a great historical event that took
place in Poland by the adoption of the.
Polish Constitution on May 3, 1791, less ~
than 3 years after the ratification of the
Constitution of the United States.

The lifetime of every nation is mark-
ed by certain momentous events. From
generation to generation significant an-
niversaries are observed for the great
influence wrought upon the course of
history and human relations. The Bas-
tille, the Magna Carta, the Fourth of
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July have a counterpart in every coun-
try.

To the Poles there is one date which
for over a century and a half retains
the highest, the most honored place,
and is cherished by the en.ire Polish
element throughout the world with un-
paralleled fervor. It is the 3d of May,
when they commemorate the adoption
of the constitution by the Common-
wealth of Poland in 1791, which took
place amid general national rejoicing
and patriotic enthusiasm. May I quote
at this time a part of that constitution;

Every person, upon coming to this repub-
lic from whatsoever parts of the world or
one returning to this, the country of his
origin, as soon as his foot touches the Polish
soll, he is entirely free to indulge in what-
soever enterpgise he wishes to enter, in the
manner and place of his own choice; that
person is free to enter into contact for pur-
chase of property, for work, for rent in what-
ever manner and for whatever time he hime
self agrees upon; he is at liberty to settle
in the city or in the village; he is free to
live in Poland or to return to whatever coun-
try he himself chooses after his commit-
ments in Poland which he voluntarily em-
braced, are duly performed and completed.

This constitution of May 3 abolished
restrictions upon the freedom of the in-
dividual and gave the Polish nation a
democratic form of government. How-
ever, due to the aggressiveness of its
neighbors, the Polish nation was allowed
by a short time in which to enjoy the
blessings of its democratic rule. The
three powerful neighbors of Poland—
Russia, Germany and Austria—were dis-
satisfied with the reforms introduced in
Poland by this constitution. They con-
nived among themselves, and partition-
ing Poland, put an end to the freedom
and democracy of the Polish nation. It
was not until much later, that, thanks
to the efforts of one of our presidents,
Woodrow Wilson, it regained its free-
dom and independence.

With almost 1,000 years of national
existence, Poland ranks among the old-
est European nations. Varied was her
fortune through the centuries. There
was a time when she constituted one of
the major powers of Europe, when
princes and monarchs sought her favor
and aid; but at no time has she sought
her neighbors’ possessions, or sinned by
invading and terrorizing their lands. If
she grew territorially, it was not through
conquest, but as a result of concord with
the adjoining countries who freely de-
sired a permanent union with her. For
through alliance with Poland they found
the realization of the freedom and per-
sonal liberties which no other country
offered.

The Poles have a deep, natural love of
freedom; it is something so vital in their
soul that they fight and die for it wher-
ever it is attacked, or where it is to be
gained or ransomed at the cost of wounds
and blood. Upon the pages of American
history their names are honorably re-
corded for their contribution to the in-
dependence of this country. Kosciusko
and Pulaski serve not only as a classic
evidence, but shall forever remain re-
vered national heroes of Poland and the
United States.
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Confronted with tremendously adverse
and crucial conditions of the present day,
the Polish Nation looks expectantly to
the magnanimity and democracy of the
United States for assistance in dispelling
the yoke of aggression enforced upon
her by outside influences, so that she
may restore independence and take her
place among the free nations of the
world.

It is, therefore, just and reasonable fo
assure the people of Poland on the day
of their national holiday that the United
States shall not fail to extend them
friendly support nor relax in vigilance
over the execution of justice. Our great
and prosperous republic bears proudly
the banner of humane policies. It has
drawn universal respect as_a decided
enemy of injustice and enslaVement. It
will not, it cannot, add disappointment to
the present fate of Poland.

It is impossible today to recall the
Constitution of May 3 without compar-
ing the events of the eighteenth century
with what has taken place in Poland.

After years of unfortunate appease=-
ment of Germany, during the dark days
of September 1939, it was the Polish Na-
tion which first took up arms against the
evil forces of violence and aggression,
The events of war developed in such a
way that many of us subconsciously for-
get the part that Poland played in World
War II. We forget the ideals and the
principles, which Poland rose to defend,
and which are being fought for today by
almost the entire world. We forget that
the chief slogan at the outbreak of war
was the struggle for individual freedom,
the defense of the weaker against the
stronger, the struggle for justice above
evil.
In the opening days of World War II,
President Roosevelt called Poland an in-
spiration to all nations, because Poland
alone dared defy the Germans in their
ruthless challenge of those freedoms and
democratic liberties championed by
Poland.

It was but a short-lived appellation.
Poland, that inspiration to all nations,
was ignominiously sold down the Soviet
river and today it is languishing in the
throes of Russian forced slavery.

Today Poland’s sons, scattered
through the various parts of the globe,
dare not place their foot upon Polish
soil for fear of unjust reprisals, un-
certain of their property and life in the
land of their origin because Poland’s
political life is dominated by secret police
and puppet agents of Soviet Russia who
control its political life.

The third of May has ceased to be an
official Polish national holiday in Poland
by decree of the present regime in Po-
land. But the third of May remains a
Polish national holiday in the hearts of
all true Poland, and in all centers in the
United States where Poles or Americans
of Polish extraction live. In numerous
Polish national homes, the Polish flag
hangs proudly on this day, side by side
with the American Stars and Stripes.
Thousands of people listen attentively to
the voices of the past. They hope that
there will again be a Poland which in the
spirit of the constitution of May 3 will
be independent once more and free from
foreign invaders.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

On this day, the third of May, the
hearts and minds of the American people
are as one with the Polish nation, linked
by indissoluble bonds of friendship with
the United States. For the principles of
the 3d of May constitution are in line
with the ideals on which the American
Nation bases its existence and the real-
ization which America desires for all the
people of the world.

So on this day, the one hundred and
sixtieth anniversary of the constitution
of the 3d of May of Poland, let us give
our Polish friends our most sincere as-
surance of our moral support; to cheer
them; to encourage them in their con-
tinued fight for freedom in the full sense
of the word. Long live Poland.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. SIEMINSKI].

Mr. SIEMINSKI. Mr. Speaker, today
we are commemorating the one hundred
and sixtieth anniversary of the birth of
an idea—the idea of modern government
based on democratic principles.

In the eighteenth century Poland, ex-
tending from the Baltic almost to the
Black Sea, was still a large country, the
third in size among European states.
But she was growing weaker internally,
owing to the exhausting war fought in
the seventeenth century and the lack of
a strong executive. In 1764 Catherine IT
of Russia imposed on the electors her
own candidate, Stanislaus Poniatowski,
who was the last king of Poland. He

was entirely under the influence of Rus- -

sia, who did all she could to maintain
chaos in the counfry. An attempt at
resistance was made and a military
league, the Confederation of Bar, to
drive out the Russian troops from Po-
land, was forined under the leadership
of Casimir Pulaski, who later became one
of the heroes of the American Revolu-
tion. The Confederation broke, and in
1772 the first partition of Poland took
place. Prussia annexed Pomorze, that
is the Baltic coast, Russia, the eastern
provinces, and Ausiria, the southeastern
parts.

Deeply shaken by this disaster, the
Polish people started stupendous inter-
nal reforms. The first Ministry of Pub-
lic Education in the world was created
in Poland in 1773, the treasury and army
were reorganized, and a new constitu-
tion was voted on May 3, 1791. That day
has since been the Polish national holi-
day. The constitution of May 3 estab-
lished the foundations of modern gov-
ernment on democratic principles. At
that time only England, France, and Po-
land had a liberal constitution in Europe,
all the other countries being ruled by
despotic regimes. The autocrats of
Russia and Prussia ca’led the demo-
cratic Polish constitution anarchy and
annexed further provinces of Poland in
1793. Thereupon General Kosciusko is-
sued a proclamation calling the Polish
nation to arms. After a few initial vic-
tories Kosciusko was defeated and Po-
land lost her freedom in 1795.

The partition of Poland—

Says Lord Eversly, the English his-
torian—

although remote and indirect, was the essen-
tial cause of the World War. The partition
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overthrew the European equilibrium and in-
troduced the victory of violence and the
prineciple: Might is right.

Throughout the nineteenth century
the Polish Nation never lost hope of re-
gaining independence. During the
Napoleonic era, General Dabrowski
formed Polish legions to fight on the side
of France in Italy. It was then that the
song Poland Is Not Yet Lost was com-
posed, later to become the national an-
them of reborn Poland. Napoleon in-
tended to reestablish the Polish State
and created its nucleus, the Dutchy of
Warsaw. After Napoleon's fall the Con-
gress of Vienna in 1815 assigned the
major part of Poland to Russia, But the
Tsar exercised such tyranny that the
Polish Nation rose in 1830 to free itself
from Russian bondage. The insurrec-
tion was suppressed after a year’'s war
and the last shadow of freedom was
taken away from Poland,

In 1863 the Poles rose again. A secret
revolutionary government was formed in
Warsaw with Romuald Traugutt at its
head. But the insurrection was even-
tually suppressed with great difficulty;,
tens of thousands of Poles were executed,
Traugutt and others were seized and de-
ported to Siberia. Henceforth Poland
was treated with the utmost ruthless-
ness, no efforts being spared to Russify
the Polish Nation.

POLAND, TOO, HAD ITS KOREA

One could list the events in Poland
from 1863 through the present time, in-
cluding World War I and World War II.

Suffice it to say that, like the people of
Korea, the people of Poland have been
split by artificial means which were not
successful. The thirty-eighth parallel
in Korea is a travesty on the dignity of a
courageous people. Let us hope that
on this day, we have seen the last of par-
allels, Curzon lines, and so forth and that
one day, even Ireland may be undivided.
Covenants may separate people, but the
heartbeat in every man, woman, and
child makes mockery of covenants not
founded on the right of a people to be
governed by their consent.

Poland is not yet lost, and in our life-
time, I pray that she will again know
freedom, in the true spirit of Woodrow
Wilson, her benefactor.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. AnFusol.

Mr. ANFUSO. Mr. Speaker, millions
of Poles all over the world celebrate
today the one hundred and sixtieth an-
niversary of the adoption of the May 3
constitution of 1791. This historic docu-
ment was adopted by the freedom-loving
people of Poland on May 3, 1791, less
than 3 years after the ratification of the
Constitution of the United States. The
first written democratic constitution to
be adopted by a European nation, it re-
sembles our own Constitution in many
respects. It recognized the fundamental
principle of democracy that “all power
in civil society is derived from the will
of the people.” It guaranteed freedom
of religion. It adopted the prineciple of
division of authority among the execu-
tive, legislative, and judicial branches.

The Polish people are proud of their
constitution. It is an immortal testa-
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ment to the political genius of a people
who during the past 150 years have
enjoyed only two decades of national
freedom.

+ The Polish Constitution is to the Polish
people their charter of liberty and is
comparable to the Magna Carta for the
English and the Declaration of Inde-
pendence for our own beloved America.
It is fitting and proper that the Congress
of the United States should set aside a
portion of its deliberations on this, the
great national feast day of the people of
Poland, and pay tribute to the anniver-
sary of the adoption of the Polish Con-
stitution. The people of America have
ever been grateful for the services ren-
dered during the dark days of the Revo-
lution by the brave Polish patriot, Gen.
Casimir Pulaski, the father of American
cavalry, who gave his life for the cause
of freedom while leading his troops into
action during the Battle of Savannah.
Count Pulaski was a tried and trusted
friend of our own immortal George
Washington, as was Gen. Thaddeus
Kosciusko, who likewise served under
Washington.

! Today the casualty lists from Korea
'are full of Polish names of our brave
soldiers of Polish descent whose magnif-
icent record of patriotism and sacrifice
does honor to our country, as well as to
the memory of their gallant ancestors,
like Pulaski, Kosciusko, Karge, Krzya-
nowski, and others, who fought and died
for America’s noble ideals.

Many thousands of my constituents
|are of Polish descent. I have known and
admired them for many years. I have
shared their sorrow when Poland was
partitioned by Hitler and Stalin, and I
| sympathize witk. them with all my heart,
' knowing how their families and friends
now suffer under the Red yoke.
| What I desire to say was well ex-
pressed many years ago by George
Brandes, who said:
| Old Field Marshal Moltke one day said
. that, in a book he had read about Poland,
he had been most pleased by this sentence:
| “We do not love Poland as we love Germany
or France or England, but as we love free-
dom"; a very curious remark from the lips
of one whom one would not suspect of loving
freedom overmuch.

We love Poland as we love freedom. For
what is it to love Poland but to love free-
dom, to have a deep sympathy with misfor-
tune, and to admire courage and enthusl-
asm? Poland is a symbol—a symbol of all
that the best of the human race have loved,
and for which they have fought. In Poland
the contrasts of human life are found in
bold relief; here the cosmos is concentrated
as In an essence.

Everywhere in Europe where there has
been any fighting, the Poles have taken part
in it, on all battlefields, on all the barri-
cades. They have sometimes been mistaken
in their views of the enterprises to which they
lend their urms; but they belleved that they
were fighting for the good of humanity; they
regarded themselves as the bodyguard of free-
dom, and still look on everyone that fights
for freedom as a brother.

Poland, in the historical development of
relations, has become synonymous with our
hope or our {llusion as to the advance of our
age in culture. Its future coincides with
the future of civilization.

In paying tribute to those sons and
daughters of Poland who died for free-
dom and Christianity, and those who
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now continue in the noble tradition of
the cross held high by the White Eagle
over Poland’s martyred soil, I am going to
change Dante’s inscription over the en-
trance to the Inferno which reads: “Las-
ciate ogni speranza voi ch’entrate”—
Abandon all hope you who enter here.

To the Poles in Poland and all over the
world I say: “Have hope you who now
suffer and ficht. Have hope that Poland
will be freed to be a Christian, free, inde-
pendent and happy land in a new peace-
ful world. If there is no hope for you,
then there is no hope for the world.”

Mr. MACHROWICZ, Mr, Speaker, I
yield such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Sap-
LAK].

Mr., SADLAK. Mr. Speaker, today is
the one hundred and sixtieth anniversary
of the May 3 Polish Constitution Day.
To all Poles this day has the celebrated
meaning of our American Fourth of July.

Because Poland’'s history goes back
more than 1,000 years—a history filled
with glory and sacrifice, one asks why
have the Poles added such great signifi-
cance to May 3, 1791? The reasons are
many. The signing of the constitution
on this day meant the end of the nobility,
which at the time was the ruling class
of Poland. It meant that the oppressed
masses of people were emancipated.
This document meant that Poland was to
have a constitution modeled after our
own Constitution, which was adopted
only 2 years earlier, and provided for
three separate and equal branches of
government—executive, legislative, and
judicial, It meant that the Polish Diet—
equivalent to our Congress—was to con-
sist of two chambers: First, the Chamber
of Deputies; and, second, the Chamber
of Senators, with the King at its head as
presiding authority. To the Poles it
meant the guaranty of religious tolera-
tion; rule by the majority of citizens;
secret ballots at public elections; per-
sonal security. Poland was no longer to
be a government of a few, but a govern-
ment of the people, by the people, and
for the people.

This was the substance of the consti-
tution which was approved on May 3,
1791, by the Polish Diet and Stanislaus
August Poniatowski, Poland's last King.
It was accepted by all Poles as a symbol
of democracy and liberty. This docu-
ment became a guide for Poland’s future.

Progressive thinkers throughout Eu-
rope hailed it as a significant step in
establishing a modern political system.
But the recognition of equality of all men,
the proclamation of religious liberty
promised in the constitution, were more
than Russia, Prussia, and Austria could
tolerate, so these three neighboring
countries attacked Poland with full force
on all sides.

Poland fell in 1795 and was parti-
tioned, but the May 3 constifution kept
the spark of spirit and hope alive in
the Polish people. The constitution
brought moral victory for millions of
Poles who became infused with a new
patriotism and love of liberty. For 127
years, the Polish people thought,
planned, and plotted for their national
independence. Their struggle for inde-
pendence never ceased. The Poles tried
to free themselves many times through
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insurrections which failed. Even though
all of their uprisings were unsuccessful,
and many Poles lost their lives, the
cause of freedom -was never lost. The
May 3 constitution served as a beacon
of political freedom and demoecratic
government,

From the role of living in bondage,
the people of Poland were restored as a
republic in 1918, The dreams of Polish
patriots for 127 years were realized. The
new government was set up, with a few
technical changes, along the lines of the
constitution of May 3, 1791. Once
again Poland flourished as an independ-
ent nation. Her people enjoyed the priv-
ilege of democratic living. However, the
happy, glowing picture of a free and
independent Poland was blotted out by
World War II. First, Germany invaded
Poland and enslaved its people. Then
the Russians took over and made a
mockery of freedom and all the prin-
(':iilﬂles set forth in the May 3 constitu=

on.

During this second world conflict, the
Poles, inspired by the ideals of freedom
and love of liberty. fought bravely on
all battle fronts—in Africa, England,
France, Italy. They fought at Narvik,
on the Maginot Line, and at Monte Cas-
sino. Millions of Poles gave their lives
so that other people in the world might
be free. They fought not only in de-
fense of their own freedom, but also in
the defense of the threatened freedom
of the whole world. The western de-
mocracies assured the Polish nation re-
peatedly that its great sacrifices will
not be in vain, and it will regain inde-
pendence and freedom. The Polish na-
tion believed in these assurances.

Unfortunately, the victorious end of
World War II did not bring the richly
deserved and longed-for freedom and
independence to the Polish nation.
Surely, freedom and independence were
earned by the Poles for fulfilling a duty
beyond glory. The sacrifices borne by
Poland, as our ally, were not surpassed
by any nation, yet she was denied her
rightful place among the peoples of the
world.

For this, the western democracies must
bear the responsibility—since the prom-
ises given to Poland have not been kept.
Regretfully, I must confess that the pres-
ent administration has been a party to
the betrayal of Poland at Yalta and
Tehran. It agreed to turn Poland over
to the Soviet sphere of interest, to Soviet
bondage and complete abandonment by
the western democracies.

The Polish nation under the Com-
munist regime knows full well the tyran-
ny of a dictator. I shall enumerate some
of the changes which have taken place
since the Politburo took over in Poland:
the introduction of the Soviet slave-labor
system for the workers; the beginning
of the collectivization of agriculture; the
placing at the head of the regime, and
the army, well known and experienced
international Communist agents; the
speeding up of the Communist indoc-
trination of the youth; the open fight
against the church; the complete eco=-
nomic dependence on the state.

Such is the reward of a once proud
nation which was the first to take up
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arms in the cause of freedom and inde-
pendence. Surely, we cannot abandon
the hopes and aspirations of a freedom-
Joving nation. The present sad plight of
the Polish people can be traced back to
the mistakes made by this administra-
tion when, at Yalta and Tehran, the
Western Powers left Poland to the fate of
Russian domination. Russia, with im-
punity, violated all her obligations to-
ward Poland, and now ruling over Poland
indivisibly, prepares Poles as cannon fod-
der for the armed clash with western
democracies in its endeavors to force
communism throughout the entire world.
In the name of justice, is it not time for
us to rectify the wrongs of Yalta and
Tehran by invalidating these pacts of
appeasement?

We must be ever mindful, especially
on this anniversary, of the promises of
our allies concerning the Polish nation,
which are, to guarantee a free, strong,
and independent Poland. In formulating
our policies to eradicate communism, we
cannot forget this unfortunate nation
which is jailed behind the iron curtain.

The Polish people are not without
hope. They are Poles, cheerful, hopeful,
idealistic as their forefathers have been,
imbued with patriotism and a deep love
of freedom. They are mindful of the
spirit of their constitution of May 3.
Today, the torch of freedom is burning
in the hearts of every Pole and with our
help and God’'s blessings they will not
rest until the day of emancipation is at
hand. Deliverance of Poland from the
communistic yoke will once again give
the Polish people an opportunity to live
in a land of freedom and independence
as was the intention of the signers of
Poland’s historic constitution which was
adopted 160 years ago today. !

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. KEATING].

Mr, EEATING. Mr., Speaker, I am
very happy and proud to follow in these
exercises my distinguished friend from
Connecticut [Mr. Saprax]l who has just
spoken to us so eloguently. I came to
Congress with Mr. SaprLaxk and I know
how close to his heart have been the
matters of which he has spoken today
and how diligently he has pursued them.

Each year we celebrate our Fourth of
July with parades, firecrackers, and po-
litical speeches at picnics. Because we
are a free people, united under one flag,
we show our exuberant rejoicing in any
fashion we please. But today the Polish
people can only sit by their hearths and
silently recall the days when they too
were free and independent and united,
not menaced by the constant threat of
a knock on the door at midnight.

Just as the signing of the Declaration
of Independence signifies to us the be-
ginning of our defermination as a united
people to be free from tyranny and for-
eign rule, so the Polish Constitution
Day, May 3, has the same deep meaning
for all people of Polish origin, whether
at home or abroad.

In 1791, 160 years ago, the Polish king
Stanislaus Augustus IT presented to the
Diet this precious document, setting
forth widespread reforms and granting
greater individual liberty for all his
beople. It was adopted by acclamation,
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and that night lights burned in all the
houses as the capital city celebrated the
beginning of its newly won freedoms.
Unlike surrounding countries, the Poles
achieved these rights by peaceful means,
without the necessity of revolting against
despotic rulers. The Polish people may
well be proud of the fact that their lib-
erty was an inherited tradition, the nat-
ural evolution of centuries of self-respect
and regard for the rights of others.

Poland’s enjoyment of its constitu-
tion was tragically short-lived since
after 2 years the armies of foreign con-
querors engulfed it. At one fell swoop,
Poland lost its independence, constitu-
tion, civil order, and justice which had
been carefully cultivated and preserved
during four centuries of progress.

But the will to resist was not lost, and
through the intervening years of war
and slavery, with only brief intervals of
peace and independence, the hope of
eventual liberation and self-determina-
tion has sustained the Polish nation in
their fierce resistance to enslavement or
resignation to that dire plight.

The history of Poland holds for all
freedom-loving peoples a profound
moral lesson. Poland’s is the tragedy
of a rich, fertile country, surrounded by
voracious, powerful mneighbors, from
whom they are protected by no natural
barriers.

In this country, we occasionally tend
to think that our freedom and our pres-
ent national strength are exclusively the
result of our own unique virtues. Noth-
ing could be further from the truth. Our
infant democracy came to maturity in a
country with almost unlimited natural
resources anl wealth, surrounded and
protected from hostile countries by thou-
sands of miles of ocean over which no
trespasser could attack. So we do well
to remember that the desire for liberty
is not enough. Independence without
the means to defend it is a hollow pos-
session on this earth today.

With each passing day, the obstacles of
space and weather are being overcome
by human resourcefulness, and with this
progress, our nafural defenses lose their
effectiveness. We can only hope, as we
review the inspiring history of Poland
under the most bleak and terrible
ordeals, that should we ever be reduced
to similar circumstances, we would strive
with equal heroism and determination
for our Nation’s eventual freedom and
independence as this small nation has
done,

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. Ropino].

Mr. RODINO. Mr. Speaker, we in the
United States often think of Eastern
Europe as a part of the world having
little in common with the West; an area
where the population is accustomed to
despotism and neither knows nor cares
for anything else.

This view may or may not be true for
some countries in the East. It is cer-
tainly not true for Poland. Whereas
Russia looks back on a thousand years
of despotic regimes, one after another,
and the German-Austrian Empire
evolved a very elaborate system of ab-
solutism, Poland, between these two pow-
erful neighbors, was one of the first coun-
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tries in Europe to have a parliament and
a bill of rights. True, we do not find in
Poland a long-established democratic
tradition in the modern western sense,
But this is not due to a lack of democratic
tendencies among the people as expressed
in their institutions. On the contrary,
in the sixteenth century, Poland already
had a National Diet which controlled the
King’s power and regarded the unanimity
prineiple as the cornerstone of civil liber-
ties, Every delegate had the “liberum
veto” which enabled him to stop the
whole legal procedure in much the same
way as in the Continental Congress of
the 13 American colonies. There was
not too little democratic spirit in Poland,
rather too much of it. Polish individual-
ism often endangered the interests of
the whole country. It led, unfortunately,
to the division of the country by its
powerful neighbors. At the time when
in North America as well as in Western
Europe democratic tendencies were being
legally consolidated and organized, Po-
land slipped from the main stream of
political development.

For 150 years, Poland ceased to exist
as an independent nation. Russia, Ger-
many, and Austria tried vainly to de-
Polandize the provinces where it had
stood. After the first partition, in spite
of the threatening neighbors, the Polish
Diet worked for 4 years, without a break,
on the project of a constitution which
was ratified on May 3, 1791. This was
the foundation on which the hope of
freedom and further democratic devel-
opment continued to rest during the
dark decades of national oblivion.

It proved to be a hope that even the
ruthless methods of suppression of the
Germans and Russians failed to extin-
guish. Polish patriots fled to Western
Europe and to the United States. They
fought for American, Greek, Italian in-
dependence, hoping that by serving the
general cause of human freedom, they
would eventually help their own country
to resume its place among the free na-
tions.

Polish civilization and way of life,
though Slavie, has always had its strong
and inalienable ties with the West. The
Polish people for example, still cling to
their Roman Catholic faith despite all
efforts to destroy it.

Today in Poland, a new, wholesale
effort at Russianization is being made—
all the more ruthless, since Poland is
now cut off from the Western World.
But the people who, between two parti-
tions of their country were able to work
for 4 years on a constitution that estab-
lished the basis for further demoecratic
evolution in Poland, will not yield to ter-
rorism. The Poles have often been dis-
illusioned in their hopes. Nevertheless,
they still look to the west, and especially
to the United States for inspiration.
Here, they see achieved their ideal of
independence. If we do not break faith
with that nation whose sons have con-
tributed so much to our own country,
their hope for a rebirth of freedom will
one day be realized.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Maryland
[Mr. GARMATZ].

Mr. GARMATZ. Mr. Speaker, the
Polish leaders, inspired by our war for
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independence and the rights and privi-
leges granted to our people under our
constitution, promoted a new constitu-
tion for the Polish people, under which
they obtained the rights they are now
being denied. Their constitution was
one of the most liberal and democratic
documents of its day.

Today, as we again commemorate the
anniversary of the adoption of the
Polish Constitution, we are forced to ad-
mit that little progress has been made
toward helping Poland and the other en-
slaved nations, to throw off the yoke of
their oppressors.

The Polish people have been among
the most ardent and courageous fighters
for the rights granted to them under
the constitution. Their history is re=
plete with stories of their heroic sacri-
fices for their freedom and indepen-
dence. And even today, the consecra-
tion, endurance, ingenuity and bravery
of the Poles in the underground service,
is almost unbelievable.

Enemies may conquer their country,
but they can not conguer their spirit.
These unconquerable people have made
themselves the symbol of indomitable
national will. If ever a nation, by sac-
rifice and courage, earned the right to
resurrection, it is Poland.

By our economic and financial assist-
ance to the free European countries, we
are helping them to rebuild their econo-
mies and to strengthen their opposition
to communism. By our efforts, with
other democratic nations of the world,
to prevent the spread of communism in
Korea, we are helping tremendously to
build up the morale of the enslaved na=-
tions, and the nations in danger of en=
slavement by the Communists,

May the day soon come when the free=
dom envisioned by the writers of the
Polish constitution and for which the
people of that nation have so valiantly
fought and died, may be an established
fact.

It is my fervent hope that through the
efforts of the United Nations, it will soon
be possible to find a way to restore to
Poland and the other nations now be-
hind the iron curtain, their freedom and
independence, so that they may again
take their places among the democratic
nations of the world and enjoy the rights
and privileges to which all men are en-
titled.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. LESINSKI].

Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I arise
before this great body as an American
that loves his country and for what
stands. My main reason for arising
here on this 3d of May is to draw a par-
allel of what may happen in this coun-
try of ours if we are not careful. A re-
view of Poland’s history during the time
we were fichting for our liberty may, I
sincerely hope, will help to bring out the
kind of a war we were fighting the last
few years and are fighting today. It is
not a war of armies but a war of de-
moralization.

During the crucial last quarter of the
eighteenth century, when this great Na-
tion of ours was being born, when the
very foundations were being laid for its
future might and glory, almost half
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around the globe a Christian nation was
being murdered by its greedy neighbors.

In the course of three consecutive
partitions of 1772, 1793, and 1795 the
Royal Republic of Poland was first over-
run and then completely dismembered
and deprived of its independence for 123
years.

Americans question why do we think
and talk of these far-off events today?
Why do we in the United States of
America commemorate the Polish Third
of May 1791 Constitution? While in the
course of history many nations had
lived, flourished and then were crushed
by their stronger neighbors, it seems to
me that today more than ever we have
not only to pause for a short while but
we should ponder and seriously reflect
on all the circumstances and many cases
preceding these fateful events. As
strange and even incredible as it may
seem, some of the very factors which
had largely contributed to Poland’s fall,
more than one and a half centuries ago,
continue to exist and to cast their shad-
ows not merely on the life of single na-
tions but of the whole world including
our own United States of America.

There were many reasons why, after
over 800 years of existence as one of the
pillars of liberty, law, and western civili-
zation in Eastern Europz, Poland was
wiped off the map of th: old continent.
Her intents were like ours—to live in
peace. Several generations of historians
wrote volumes of scholarly books on the
subject searching for and finding many
causes of the collapse of the Polish State,
despite its great reforms realized in the
3d of May constitution.

Today, however, it is particularly
proper and fitting to draw the attention
of the public of our country to one of
these causes often mentioned, though
not always sufficiently emphasized by
many historians and political thinkers.

The life of the Polish Nation, ever
since the beginning of the fifteenth cen-
tury, and particularly since its union
with the grand duchy of Lithuania in
the latter part of the sixteenth century,
the whole existence of the Polish Com-
monwealth was based on political and
religious freedom, on national and racial
tolerance. For over three centuries its
elected kings were not autocratic mon=-
archs but rather chief executives, whose
personal rule was restricted, controlled,
and checked by statutes of law; royal
privileges signed by the king elected by
the will of the electors—the gentry—
organized in provincial dietines and the
central diet called sejm or parliament.
This gave considerable measure of per-
sonal liberty to a much greater portion
of the country’s populaticn at that time
than in the majority of contemporary
European nations,

But the very same traditions of power
based on law, of free open debate, of
equalitarian democracy and liberty were
the source of Poland’s weakness, they
having been continuously exploited and
abused by its expansionist neighbors,
particularly by the Czarist then imperial
Russia and the militaristic Prussia, as
the always willing follower and accom=
plice of Moscow and St. Petersburg in
spoliation of freedom-loving peoples of
Eastern Europe.
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Before Poland was partitioned in the
end of the eighteenth century the Tsarist
autocratic Russia true to its deep-rooted
centuries-long tradition of subversion,
spying, and conquest from within was
buying with favors anc gold influential
personalities, particularly among Polish
aristocracy and a few bankrupt, ambi-
tious, or irascible individuals among the
gentry, to put their personal freedoms to
work for the benefit of Russian despots
and against the very existence of Poland
as an independent state.

One is stricken today with amazement
upon {Inding how little actual military
power was used by Russia in the ccnquest
of the eighteenth ceatury Poland and
how much effort, skil’, and energy was
applied by Russia’s rulers and their able
subordinates to weaken, sap, and destroy
its vietim from within, before the final
blow was delivered from. without.

The whole length of the eighteenth
century not just one but all Russian des-
pots, particularly Peter the Great, Peter
the Third, and Catherine the Second,
through their ambassadors in Warsaw,
their agents and spies, often recruited
among the kest families of the nation,
progressively and systematically stran-
gled its independence, putting on the
royal throne in Warsaw their followers
the hated Saxon princes or controlling
the whole reign of the last King of
Poland, Stanislaus August Poniatowski.

Having expanded in Asia beyond any
limits of justifiable needs they turned
toward hated and disdained Europe and
first of all against Poland as the nearest
to Russia's outpost of western civiliza-
tion. When after his gallant participa-
tion in our Revolutionary War Gen.
Thaddeus Kosciusko organized in 1794,
a truly popular uprising against Russian
domination of Poland, his troops cap-
tured the files of the Czarist Embassy in
Warsaw. It was then disclosed that for
years some 110 leading personalities in
the country had been on the Russian
payroll, not counting swarms of lesser
officials who drew from the Embassy reg-
ular monthly salaries.

Over 160 years have passed since those
fateful years but the Russian methods on
the international scene have remained
true to their basic form. Only the in-
satiable appetite of Moscow's rulers has
since grown irimensely. At present they
are out not to subjugate a weaker neigh-
bor country, they openly declare that
they would not settle for less than the
whole world, and the whole human race.
Then it was Poland, Lithuania, and Bal-
tic shore, now it is the whole of Asia and
Europe, and as their final objective this
country of ours. At that time they were
buying Saxon kings, aristocrats and
other influential personalities; today
using the slogans of international com-
munism as a timelier disguse they at-
tack the most crucial segments of our
very existonce and of our security, that
is in our foreign affairs anc our atomic
secrets.

It is shuddering to think what tremen-
dous results have the Kremlin masters
achieved in these two fields since the end
of World War II: what immeasurable
and invaluable services did they get from
the Canadian spies, Hisses, Remingtons,
and their influential protectors, from
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Fuchses, Golds, Greenglasses, and Cop-
lons of whom we know and from hordes
of others we shall never even hear about.

The signally Russian tradition of spy-
ing, subversion and boring from within,
of sapping the enemy’s security has
achieved during these few last years the
results which must make certain heads
in the Kremlin turn with glee and satis-
faction. With the Communists and fel-
low-travelers the world over securely
harnessed to the vehicle of the contem-
porary Russian imperialists, today have
accomplished now in the matter of
months what had taken scores of years
and generations of spies or agents, their
predecessors, the Russian Czars in the
18th century.

These, gentlemen, are the few reflec-
tions which came to my mind when
thinking on the present-day significance
of the events that took place at the time
when the brave people of Poland were
sold out. The Russian communistic
mind today is the same as it was then,
except that now it is more experienced.
‘We shall always be at war as long as there
exists a communistic government. I also
want to assure the people of the world
that as long as Poles live on this earth
their hopes of freedom shall never die.

Mr, MACHROWICZ. Mr, Speaker, I
yield such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr,
CANFIELD].

Mr. CANFIELD, Mr, Speaker, today,
May 3, is Polish Constitution Day. Year
after year during my incumbency I have
stood in the well of the House to take
part in this very appropriate observance.
I can recall when Polish Constitution
Day was a happier day.

I have been briefed repeatedly on the
plight of the Poles by my good friend
from Connecticut [Mr. SapLax]. I was
briefed on their sufferings during the
midst of the war by their great leader,
Stanislaw Mikolajczyk, when we broke
bread under the dome of this very Capi-
tol. I saw Polish soldiers fighting side
by side with American soldiers for lib-
erty, overseas, during World War IT. I
am proud to say that I have thousands
and thousands of people of Polish ex-
traction living in my congressional dis-
trict, builders of America.

What can we do to inspire the liberty-
loving people of Poland besides giving lip
service on this very important anni-
versary? For one thing, we can demand
the formal repudiation of the infamous
Yalta agreement, which sold them down
the river.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, SHEEHAN].

Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, May 3
represents a day in history when in 1791,
shortly after the first partition of Po-
land, the Polish Diet issued a constitu-
tion which was one of the most advanced
documents of its time. Today, around
the world, people are commemorating
this historical event, except in the home
country of Poland, now controlled by
Communist Russia.

There is an old Polish saying: “Wher-
ev:r beats a Polish heart, wherever flows
Polish blood, there is Poland.”

This old saying tells us much about
Poland’s history of a fierce and proud

-
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people whose country was often invaded
and even obliterated from the map, but
whose will to live as a free and inde-
pendent nation could never be erushed.
The Polish desire to live a way of life
marked by freedom of speech, religion,
and of Government has never died.

With the first partition of Poland the
Polish patriots. went into exile and,
though many of them knew they would
never again see their homeland, they did
not tire of working for a united Poland.
They told Poland’s story abroad and
sought help among other freedom-loving
nations to liberate Poland.

In 1939, when Poland was the first
country to literally die for her principles
of religious and personal freedom, her
patriots fled again and joined the Allies.
They fought in Western Europe, in Af-
rica, and thousands of them died for
their beliefs at Monte Cassino in Italy.
Then ther~ is the sad story of the 10,000
Polish officers who fled to the Russians
only to be brutally and wantonly mas-
sacred by these butchers at Katyn Forest,
just outside of Smolensk.

During World War II no allied coun-
try suffered the horrors of war as much
as Poland. She lost one-fifth of her
population, and Warsaw became the
most completely destroyed eity in Eu-
rope. No allied country could boast of a
more active or more effective under-
ground. But Poland had much to fight
and die for., Polish civilization, though
Slavic, always pointed to the west and
her finest sons, poets, and patriots sought
and looked for help from the western al-
lies. Poland’s acceptance of Christian-
ity in the western, Roman Catholic form,
opposed all attempts to convert them to
Russian orthodoxy.

Then here, in my estimation, enters
the great tragedy of Poland. She looked
to England and to America for salvation.
And what did she receive? The betrayal
at Yalta, where the bungled foreign pol-
icy of our present administration first
manifested itself when, with Alger Hiss
as one of our advisers, we divided the
countries of our allies, Poland and China,
without even consulting them. Presi-
dent Truman, at the Potsdam Confer-
ence, instead of repudiating this infa-
mous sell-out, went along with the Rus-
sians as he said in his report to the
Nation:

The question of Poland was a most difficult
one. Certain compromises about Poland had
already been agreed upon at the Crimea
(Yalta) Conference. They obviously were
binding upon us at Berlin (Potsdam).

What compromises they were—no
more government of their choosing; no
more freedom of speech; no religious be-
liefs, except to follow the materialistic
beliefs of atheistic Russian communism,

What a sorry spectacle. Poland, a
country which offered herself on the
altar of freedom, is further punished and
deserted by an unrealistic foreign policy
which has succeeded in bringing defeat
out of victory and bringing us world
war III,

S0 shameful was our foreign policy
that it had to be kept a secret for a long
time from the American public. Even
our Ambassador to Poland, 1944-47, Mr.
Arthur Bliss Lane, said that he “was not
advised by his own Government of the
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commitments which had been made and
were being made with respect to Poland.”

Some day we in America will right the
wrongs done to Poland and she will rise
again, glorious and free, and we, too, will
be able to hold our heads high, knowing
that justice has prevailed for Poland.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield such time as he may require to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Za-
BLOCKI].

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, history
shows us that some of the greatest
achievements of humanity were pro-
duced in times of crisis and stress.
‘When challenged by fate, time and time
again mankind has awakened from
slumber, stood up, and answered the
challenge. At times these achievements
did not, for the time being, repel the
impending wave of tragedy. At all
times, however, they remained in the
minds of man, and on the pages of man-
kind’s history, much longer than any
temporary misfortune, their presence
enriching our heritage and their remem-
brance offering an inspiring example to
be followed through years to come.

It was during a time of stress, when
the kingdom of Poland was plagued by
need for national unity, for government-
al and civil reforms, and beset by
greedy neighbors, that its citizens pro-
duced one of the remarkable documents
of our civilization, the constitution of
May 3, 1791. Although this constitu-
tion did not bring into the world any
startling innovations, since the princi-
ples on which it was based were already
being put into effect in the New World
and on the strife-torn French soil, the
peaceful manner in which it was brought
into existence, and \he manner in which
it had survived to this day, were indeed
remarkable, and set an example for the
world to follow.

One of the very unusual ocecurrences
in the history of mankind, and a factor
which we should today bear in mind, is
the fact that, through the years which
followed the adoption of their famous
constitution, the people of Poland re-
mained frue to the principles which it
embodied. Although their country was
partitioned by their greedy neighbors,
and although they were subjected, in the
course of the century that followed, to
constant attempts at forceful russifica-
tion, they abided by their heritage.

This is an important factor, for it
gives us the assurance that the people
of Poland, who are today again subjected
to oppression, will not surrender their
minds and hearts to the Communist
teachings but, rather, by continuing
their attachment to the principles of
their constitution, will play an impor-
tant part in the global struggle with the
forces of communism.

Mr. Speaker, from the time of her na-
tional conception, Poland was a part of
the Western World. Christianity, which
had its roots in Rome, reigned in her
lands. Respect for the dignity of man,
parliamentary form of government,
freedom of religion, and other human
liberties, constituted an integral part of
her historical heritage from the earliest
times.

For that reason, Poland today repre-
sents a weak link in the chain of Com-



1951

munist domination. Through this link
we will be able, when the day for it
arrives, to penetrate Soviet defenses and
start a process which will bring about
the deterioration of the Communist em-
pire, depriving it of its strength.

Before that day comes, however, we
have a primary job on our hands—a job
of stopping the Communist forces from
spreading their domination over any ad-
ditional peoples and any additional areas
of the world. We have been doing this
job. We have thwarted Soviet designs
on Greece; we have strengthened Tur-
key and Iran; we have saved Italy and
France from being destroyed from within
by the Communists; we have—and will
continue to—aid the Nationalist forces
of China; and today we are helping to
repel Communist aggression in Korea.

This is the first step in our struggle
with the Communist forces; to succeed
in this endeavor, the free nations of the
world have to work together. Our coun-
try has provided the leadership and the
means for achieving that goal. By giv-
ing food to those who need it, and by
giving arms to those who want to de-
fend themselves, we have molded the
free nations of the world into a unit
which is determined to stop Soviet ag-
gression wherever it may strike.

After we succeed in this primary effort
and surround the Soviet empire with a
wall of steel, we shall turn to those
nations which are today under Com-
munist domination and aid those which
want to free themselves of the yoke
which has been imposed upon them.
The success of this second step will de-
pend, in a large part, on the peoples of
the nations concerned—nations which
want to be free.

But what must these people—the peo-
ple of Poland, of Czechoslovakia, and of
other enslaved nations—do in the mean-
time? They must keep the principles of
freedom and democracy alive in their
hearts; they must prevent the indoctri-
nation of their children in the theory
and practice of dialectical materialism
of Marx, Lenin, and Stalin; they must
wait, and prepare themselves for the day
on which they will be able to regain their
freedom.

Will they wait so long? Ido notthink
so. One cannot measure, however, the
suffering of mankind in days, months,
or years. It must be measured in terms
of the goal for which we are striving. If
a free world—a world in which all
nations shall determine their destiny in
accordance with the just desires of their
people; in which freedom of religion,
freedom of opinion, and freedom from
oppression shall reign; in which peace
and liberty, not enslavement, shall be
the rule—is worth waiting for, then the
suffering and sacrifies which we must
undergo today become endurable.

The free nations of the world are de=
termined to achieve that goal. To
achieve it, they shall need the help of
the people of Poland, and the people of
other nations which want to be free.
The people of Poland, I am certain, will
give us that help. They know what suf-
fering is; they know what enslavement
is; but they also know how to survive,
and, above all, they shall remain true to
their heritage.
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Mr. Speaker, I do not think that I need
to go back into history to show that the
indomitable spirit of the Polish people
will not be killed by their Communist op-
pressors. The world knows how strong
that spirit is. The world remembers
how bravely the Poles fought during the
last war, not only on their home soil,
but in France, in England, and in other
areas of the world where democracy
fought totalitarianism on the field of
battle. The Polish names on the graves
on Monte Cassino, on the beaches of
Normandy, and wherever freemen
fought, tell their own tale.

The sacrifices and the courage of the
Polish people in the last war have no par-
allel in history. Their endurance is al-
most beyond description. Through the
centuries, the people of Poland have en-
dured oppression, enslavement, and the
tragedies which wars bring, with the
hope that they would some day live in
peace and freedom among the nations
of the world. History would forever con-
demn us, if we were to fail to aid them
in attaining that goal.

It is for us, the people of America, to
rededicate ourselves today to the task of
aiding the people of those nations which
were our true friends and allies in two
world wars, in this dark hour of their
need, We must rectify our apparent er-
ror in placing faith ir the power which
later violated our frust and proved to be
an international thief. The negotiations
which we undertook with that power
during and immediately after World
War II never attained the status of trea-
ties, since they were never confirmed by
our Senate. Since they have been vio-
lated by a party to the agreement—So-
viet Russia—we should not give these ne-
gotiations any further recognition.

Mr. Speaker, in the remembrance of
the Polish constitution of May 3, 1791,
and in the examples of the invincible
courage and will of the Polish people, we
should draw inspiration today—just as
the people of Poland draw inspiration
and courage from them. And we should
let the world know our conviction—the
conviction that, with God’s help, Poland
and the rest of the world shall be free,

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may require to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McVEY].

Mr. McVEY. Mr, Speaker, I wish to
join my colleagues today in rendering
tribute to the one hundred and sixtieth
anniversary of the signing of the Polish
constitution. The 3d of May has been
a national holiday in the hearts of the
Polish people since the year 1791, when
that country gave to the world the most
democratic constitution to be found in
all Europe. The yoke of foreign aggres-
sion to which that country has been sub=
jected at various periods in her history
has failed to crush her free spirit. The
tragic years of Poland’s present bondage
will be an inspiration for future genera-
tions of Poles to carry on with that in-
domitable spirit that has brought that
country through so many trying situa-
tions in the past.

Poland has always fought tyranny and
international immorality, She has al-

_ways supported every expression of in-

ternational morality, and in that spirit
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she alined herself with the Atlantic
Charter and the four freedoms.

What did that Atlantic Charter say?
Let me quote three points to which those
who signed that charter committed their
respective nationals:

1. Their countries seek no aggrandize-
ment, territorial or otherwise.

2. They desire to see no territorial changes
that do not accord with the freely expressed
wishes of the people concerned.

3. They respect the rights of all peoples
to choose the form of government under
which they will live; and they wish to see
sovereign rights and self-government re-
stored to those who have been forcibly de-
prived of them.

These, in plain language, are the first
three Lpoints in that charter., The
United States was a signator to that
pact. The Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics endorsed these objectives and
became a signator on January 1, 1942.
The freedom-loving people of Poland ac-
cepted this charter as a guaranty that
the spiritual rebirth and the principles
of freedom to which they had dedicated
their lives on May 3, 1791, would be re-
stored to them when the ravages of
World War II had reached its end, and
the last drop of blood had been spilled.
They had earned the right to such ex-
pectations. For had they not continued
to brave Hitler’s power after their coun-
try had been desolated? Had they not
fought gallantly on when their people
were in chains? Had they not made the
same sacrifices on the altar of human
decency and liberty as the soldiers of
other lands including our own fair sons?
And finally had they not every right to
place their faith and their trust in the
intellectual honesty of America, a coun-
try which had never broken a vow with
another nation in either peace or war?

But what happened? Around the
secret peace table at Yalta the noble
principles in the Atlantic Charter were
forgotten. The freedom-loving people
of Poland were locked behind the iron
curtain, where they remain today. Never
was a greater travesty perpetrated upon
the aspiration of any people. The events
of those fateful hours at Yalta in the
year 1945 constitute the blackest pages
in the history of our Republic. For those
misdeeds we today bow our heads in
shame as we celebrate Poland’s national
holiday. We pray that in some manner
we may atone for the wrongs committed
on a people who placed their trust in
our honor, who suffered incredible
agonies in the belief that some day they
would be free.

Today the Polish people stand con-
quered but not subdued. Their spirit is
not crushed. That intense and un-
quenchable patriotism which they have
never failed to manifest in their most
tragic hours will live on to the day when
they will again throw off the yoke of the
oppressor and take their rightful place
among the freedom-loving peoples of the
world. Poland, I salute you on this one
hundred and sixtieth anniversary of the
signing of your epoch-making constitu-
tion—the political and spiritual rebirth
of a noble people.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Rapwanl.
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Mr. RADWAN, Mr. Speaker, on this
May 3, 1951, we are privileged to mark
and commemorate Polish Constitution
Day. One hundred and sixty years ago,
shortly after this great Nation gave birth
to our present Constitution, Poland
adopted a great document granting far-
reaching freedom to her people.

Here in this country we are cognizant
of the tragedy, unparalleled in universal
history, that the Polish Nation is going
through. On this day we express our
heartfelt sympathy and, at the same
time, convey our sincere sentiments as
a brotherly nation.

If you can but imagine an enslaved
America without the right to celebrate
Independence Day on July 4, then you
have some idea how the people of Po-
land feel today. Poland would jubilantly
celebrate today if it were possible for her
to do so, but Poland cannot rejoice today.
Soviet oppression will see to that; but
even Communist enslavement and Rus-
sia’s iron heel cannot prevent the Polish
people from a silent and hopeful observ-
ance of this great day.

Today there is another Poland—a free
Poland which exists, lives, and grows
outside of her natural boundaries. Yes,
outside of the iron curtain this free Po-
land is just as strong, physically, morally,
and spiritually, as the one which is known
for courage, knighthood, and untiring
efforts in their pursuit for freedom, lib-
erty, and independence. We cannot
overlook the enormous contribution of
the great Polish nations in their fight
to protect western civilization from being
overrun by evil forces all through the
history of mankind.

In passing, it is also just and fair to
point out the contributions of many sons
of Poland to this great Nation of ours,
the United States of America. Yes; there
was Pulaski, whose monuments and
statues adorn many of our:parks and
public squares in this country. Pulaski
made the supreme sacrifice for this coun-
try at Savannah, Ga. His contribution
was truly symbolic of the Polish desire
to fight freedom’s battle anywhere on
@od’s earth. There was Kosciusko who,
for a time, was adjutant to George Wash-
ington. His recommendations to build
fortifications at West Point and, further,
that a military academy be established
there will always be a monument to his
memory. The very names of Pulaski
and EKosciusko are “watchwords of lib-
erty”; their contributions are indelibly
written into the glorious record of Amer-
ican independence.

I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that the
valiant people of Poland look to this
great Nation of ours for encouragement
and support in the hope that through
the efforts of the United States of Amer-
ica, a future observance of Polish Con-
stitution Day will be one which the peo-
ples of Poland can join in with all of the
citizens of this great Nation who wish
her well today.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. O’Konsk1] such time as he may re-
quire,

Mr. O’KONSKI. Mr. Speaker, in
these trying days when liberty is being
challenged all over the world, and when
liberty and freedom are dying all over
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the world, it is only proper that we
pause in our day’s reflections and pay
tribute to a people and a nation who
have done so much to spread and en-
courage freedom world-wide, We all
know in searching our history that when
the Constitution of the United States
was first launched not only to the people
of America but was publicized through-
out the world, there were those mon-
archs in Europe, Asia, and all over the
world who laughed and scoffed at the
Constitution of the United States. They
said it would never work, that it was the
work of madmen, that it was just some-
thing temporary, that it was something
that would soon pass by. However, in
this commemoraticn of Polish Consti-
tution Day, the reason why we should
pause in our reflections to pay tribute is
that the first people and the first nation
in all history that had confidence enough
in the Constitution of the United States
of America to emulate it was the coun-
try of Poland and the people of Poland.
Something less than 3 years after the
Constitution of the United States of
America was adopted, here in a far away
land, in a far away continent, a people
and a country, the people of Poland and
the Nation of Poland, were the first peo-
ple and the first nation of the world to
emulate the Constitution of the United
States of America.

The Constitution Day of Poland that
we commemorate today is commemo-
rated because they were the first people
and the first nation to pattern and model
their constitution of freedom and liberty
after that of the United States of Amer-
ica. That act, through the ages and
since then, has been typical of the love
and the ferver and the feeling of Poland
for freedom and liberty.

We might come down to more mod-
ern times, for instance to the time of
World War II. The patriotism and the
love for freedom that the people of Po-
land showed is one that has no match in
the annals of history of all mankind.
Let us go back, for instance, to Septem-
ber of 1939, when all the world was
shaking in its boots, afraid of that mad-
man of Europe, when England got to the
point when they sent their great states-
man, Neville Chamberlain, over to Mu-
nich to meet Adolf Hitler.

Hitler said: “I am going to take this
part of Czechoslovakia, I am going to
take this part of another ecountry, what
are you going to do about it, Mr. Cham-
berlain?”

Mr. Chamberlain, shaking in his boots,
said: “Mr. Hitler, I have my umbrella
with me to protect you from the rain.
You go ahead and take everything you
want, just leave England alone. Let us
alone.”

Just as Chamberlain was shaking in
his boots when he was meeting with
Adolf Hitler and all of the rest of the
world was trembling at the great force
Hitler had assembled in Europe, there
was one country and one people who
said: “As for you, we care not what you
do, but as for us we rather die for our
freedom than to live under Nazi slavery.”

And alone, with false promises from

-England, with false promises from

France, the little country of Poland,
which was not a warring nation, stood
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up and fought; the first people in all the
world with courage enough to stand up
and say “No” to Adolf Hitler; the first
people to stand up and tell Hitler: “You
may take other parts of Europe but as
for us, you are not going to take us with-
out a fight.”

They fought. For 19 days they stood
up with bare bodies against the mightiest
military machine the world has ever
seen. At that time, you will remember,
Adolf Hitler and Joe Stalin were pals.
They made a pact. And on the 19th day
of September, on the nineteenth day of
the war, Hitler and Stalin made an
agreement by which Joe Stalin started
to march from the east, and Poland, a
little country of some 32,000,000 people,
was now wedged in between the two
madmen of Europe, Joe Stalin on one
side and Adolf Hitler on the other side.
Still the 32,000,000 Poles did not give up.
They fought for exactly 17 days longer.
For 36 days Poland alone stood the on-
slaught of two of the mightiest military
leaders and two of the worst and most
brutal killers that the world has ever
known.

Oh, yes, there are those cyniecs who
say: “What does 36 days of resistance
mean?” When you consider the fact that
when Hitler started to march westward
instead of eastward, he marched through
Norway, through Belgium, through Den-
mark, through Luxemburg, through part
of France and was ready to take England
in 12 days, it gives you an idea of the
bravery and the glory of the 32,000,000
Poles who stood alone., The aid that
was promised never arrived. The 2,000
planes that England promised them
never saw Polish soil because England
did not have that many planes to give
when they made the promise,

Did Poland give up? Not at all. In
intrigues and escapades that will make
some of the most romantic pages of our
history if the truth were known these
Poles that were now divided by the Rus-
sians and by the Germans skipped from
one country to another and 6 months
after Poland fell 12,000 Polish fliers
were flying in the British Royal Air
Force and they shot down 1 out of
every 5 Nazi planes that were bomb-
ing London at that time. The only ex-
peditionary force that the Allies sent to
Norway after it was overrun by the Ger-
mans overnight was an expedition of im-
poverished Polish troops that were asked
not to take a certain part of Norway.
They not only achieved their mission but
sent word to London that they needed
more supplies and more men, saying that
they would drive the Germans out of
Norway. But, the only answer was,
“Come back to England and save the
British people.” You will remember
that was in the days of Dunkerque. Then
they had them marching in the Nor-
mandy invasion; they had them march-
ing in Italy and every place. The first
defeat that Hitler suffered in Africa he
suffered at the hands of a Polish regi-
ment; a regiment of Polish people that
skipped from the land of Poland from
one country to another until they were
regimented into a fighting force. Yes,
the first defeat that the Germans suf-
fered in Africa was suffered at the hands
of a Polish contingeni. And, that is not
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all. Take the battle of Monte Cassino,
where the Allies were driven back on
four different occasions at a heavy loss
of American lives. Finally, Gen. Mark
Clark assigned troops to General Anders,
and together they took Monte Cassino
hill. They took it at a great cost of
blocd.

I remember very well the statement
when General Anders went to General
Clark in Italy. He said, “General, Po-
land wants to do its part in this fight
for freedom. What can we do for you?”
General Clark looked at General Anders,
and he said, “General, you have not got
any men. How can you fight the
enemy?” General Anders looked at
General Ciark, and he said, “Oh, General,
that is where you are wrong. I already
have 25,000 Polish boys. You are differ-
ent from me. You have your reinforce-
ments behind you, General Clark, but I
have got my reinforcements ahead of me,
and every mile that we march through
Italy my army is going to increase.”
And one by one the Polish boys joined
the cause of the Allies. And fhe general
of the Polish Army, General Anders, who
started out with a contingent of 25,000
troops in Italy before the war was over
hal a contingent of 250,000 fighting
Polish boys.

Poland has paid a price in this war
that no nation has ever paid in the his-
tory of all mankind, 8,000,000 dead.
Before the war Poland was a land of
32,000,000 people. After the war there
were about 24,000,000 left. No people
on earth ever paid so high a price
for their liberty as did the people of
Poland. And what was their reward?
Three men going to Yalta, with more
vodka in their bellies than brains in their
heads, decided that these brave and gal-
lant people shall receive their just re-
ward. And their reward was betrayal
by the United States; betrayal by Eng-
land.

The master mind of that betrayal fo-
day sits in the Federal penitentiary.
His name is Alger Hiss. He master-
minded the betrayal of Poland. 8So
today we find 24,000,000 Polish people
living under Communist dictatorship be-
cause of the proficient work of a Com-
munist agent working in a high place in
the Government of the United States of
America. His name is Alger Hiss. The
monument that he has erected on be-
half of his work is 24,000,000 people in
Poland sold under the yoke of Commu-
nist slavery. The work of Alger Hiss is
one that must be wiped off the history
books of the United States of America.
As long as the present policy in regard
to Poland exists, every liberty-loving
American must hang his head in shame
until the wrong we have perpetrated
against the people of Poland is corrected.
We have no right to look for support
from liberty-loving people all over the
world until we do that. That is why
today we find 90 percent of the people
of the Slavie race under Communist
yokes. They are under the Communist
yoke because they look at the betrayal
of Poland as an example of the word and
honor of allies like Great Britain and the
United States. So, in commemorating

Polish Constitution Day, let us dedicate
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our lives and our efforts to redeeming
the great wrong that was perpetrated
against a gallant and a great people.
If we accomplish that and work in that
direction, the world will love us, and free-
dom and honor once again will play the
major part in the dealings of the United
States of America with other people.
Until that time comes I have grave
concern for the future of this country
and grave concern for the future of lib-
erty and freedom everywhere.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yleld such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
PHILBIN],

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, once
again, on this anniversary of the found-
ing of the free Polish Government, I am
privileged to address the House, in behalf
of a nation and a people, who have
greatly and immeasurably contributed to
the development of free institutions in
this world.

History is replete with the unexcelled
sacrifices and evidence of devotion to the
cause of liberty of the Polish people. I
do not think there is any nation in the
world, which has sacrificed more bitterly,
more courageously, more unflinchingly
that the Polish people.

In connection with my remarks, I de-
sire to refer to a spendid letter recently
received from an able advocate of the
Polish cause, Mr, K. Stefan Pomierski,
of Glen Cove, N. Y. I quote: :

Let us pledge ourselves to the faith that
says that the Yalta agreement shall be nulli-
fied forthwith, that the Polish-Government-
in-exile and at present in London, shall re-
ceive immediate diplomatic recognition and
that Gen. Wladyslaw Anders, hero of
of World War II, be appointed to the general
staff of the armies of the Allles, If we do that
we shall regain the full confidence of all free=
dom-loving peoples of the Americas, of Eur~
ope, and of Asia.

I believe sincerely that the foregoing
brief sentences accurately reflect, not
only the sentiments of Polish-Americans,
but also the deep feeling of an over-
whelming number of Americans of every
class, creed, color, and station.

This historic day fills me at once with
feelings of anguish and glory—the an-
guish of one whose heart goes out to the
millions of poor souls in Poland, strong
in the Christian faith, strong in their
allegiance to democracy, who were be-
trayed in such a merciless, heartless
manner at Yalta—glory because of the
inspiration which lovers of democracy
throughout the world have received from
a people whose courage, fortitude, and
unflinching spirit in the face of adver-
sity, persecution and even death empha-
size and exemplify the noblest qualities
of the human soul.

Of course we must stand with the
brave, gallant Polish Nation and its un-
surpassed people. We must stand with
them as they pass through the valley of
the shadow of death into the new light
of reborn freedom, which already ap-
pears on the horizon. We must stand
with them in their struggles for inde-
pendence and liberty, for tolerance, dig-
nity, and justice, for the recapture of
their free government and their rights
as free men and women.

4837

As I have said so many times, Poland
is the test case of our intentions toward
human freedom. If we do not come to
the assistance of this suffering nation
now, if we ruthlessly and mercilessly
consign the Polish people to the unspeak-
able horror of oppression and tyranny,
we will be failing to measure up in this
generation to the great heritage of Amer-
ican freedom itself.

Let us solemnly resolve on this sacred
occasion that not only our hearts, but
our assurances of unfailing devotion,
practical support, and assistance for
their cause go out today from this great
tribunal of democracy to the great and
noble people of Poland. May the day of
their liberation soon be at hand.

Mr. MACHROWICZ., Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as she may desire to the
gentlewoman from Ohio [Mrs. BorTon],

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, today,
the 3d of May, marks the one hundred
and sixtieth anniversary of the adoption
of the Polish Constitution. It is fit-
ting that this great body pay tribute to
the Polish people on this, their national
holiday, even though the principles laid
down in that constitution have gone
temporarily into eclipse under the domi-
nation of a foreign power. I say tem-
porarily, because the Polish Nation has
been under oppression before in its his-
tory and has always emerged strong and
resolute. The people of Poland are
courageous people. That many of us
know from our association with the
Americans of Polish descent who have
contributed so much to the building of
this country.

We owe much to them, just as the
whole Western World owes much to the
Polish Nation which took the brunt of
the brutal Nazi attack on that valiant
country 12 years ago.

We owe much to the courage and de-
termination of the Polish leaders who
contributed to our own struggle for in-
dependence—Kosciusko, Sobieski, and
Pulaski. Their contribution at the test-
ing time for the infant American cause
was incalculable. We owe much to Po-
land and to the people of Polish bloed
in our midst.

Today, 160 years after her first Con-
stitution Day, Poland is again waiting
for the chance to regain her independ-
ence. But commensurate with the
bravery and spirit of her people, she is
not waiting supinely. The underground
which worked so effectively against the
Nazi invaders is again carrying on. The
flame of independent thought is being
kept alive. Let us pay tribute to that
unyielding spirit of independence and
of unguenchable hope which keeps this
flame alive, as we join with the thou-
sands of free Poles all over the Western
World who are observing this day.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield such time as he may desire to the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr,
Dornl.

Mr. DORN. Mr. Speaker, I com-
mend the distinguished Members who
spoke here today on their wonderful
remarks in behalf of the people of Po-
land. That tragic sell-out of Poland by
the United States and allies should be a
lesson to us today that whenever we
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surrender principle we have to buy-it

back in blood as we are now doing in-

Korea.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers who desire to do so may be per-
mitted to extend their remarks at this
point, and have five legislative days in
which to extend their remarks in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gent.leman
Irom. Michigan?

. There was no objection.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. DORN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 50
minutes on Monday next, following the
legislative program and any special or-
ders heretofore entered.

VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION HOSPITALS

Mr, CANFIELD, Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentlewom-
an from Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGERs]
may extend her remarks at this point in
the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.

Speaker, there has been a great deal of
discussion and considerable confusion
existing in the minds of many Members
of Congress concerning the need for the
16,000 beds which the President elimi-
nated in his budget estimates for the
fiscal year 1950.

In his recommendations for the cur-
tailment of approximately 16,000 beds,
President Truman asked the Adminis-
trator of Veterans’ Affairs to recommend
specific adjustments in the program. As
a result of this request, the Administra-
tor named 24 hospital projects to be can=-
celed outright, and a reduction in the
planned capacity of 14 additional hos-
pitals. _

It should be borne in mind that the
President made this cancellation in the
spring of 1949, when the veteran popula-
tion had not reached its peak, and when
there was no thought of a Korean con-
flict. Today's conditions alter the pic-
ture materially. In making his cancella-
tion, the President said in his message:

I have reviewed the veterans' hospital and
domieciliary construction program and find
that to continue with the construction of
the full number of 90 authorized hospitals
will result in & serious overbullding, in terms
of beds needed to meet foreseeable require-
ments. A reduction in the program will still
make it possible to provide for all service-
connected patients in every geographical area
and will provide an even more liberal al-
lowance of beds for non-service-connected
patients than at present.

That statement could not be made to-
day. Unforeseeable circumstances have
caused an overcrowding of Veterans' Ad-
ministration hospitals to a point where
good service to the disabled veteran is
difficult and in some instances impossible
to render. Especially is this so in the
case of the neuropsychiatric and tu-
})etr:ulosis facilities, as I will point out
ater.

As of February 28, 1951, the latest fig-
ures which are available from the De-
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partment of Medicine and Surgery, Vet
erans’ Administration, 147 hospitals
were in operation, 18 of which were for
tubercular patients, 34 for neuropsychi-
atrics, and 95 were general medical and
surgical hospitals, These facilities had
a bed capacity of 108,035 patients and
were occupied to the extent of 102,319
patients. This is approximately 95 per-
cent of capacity. I am informed that

“civilian hospitals consider 80-percent ca-

pacity to be a safe margin for efficient
operation and good service., In the case
of our Veterans’ Administration hospi-
tals the percentage should be slightly
higher, but not over 85 percent. Any in-
crease over this 85 percent, I am told, is
reflected in the well-being and treatment
of the patients.

To consider the situation fairly, the
types of hospitals should be weighed sep-
arately, At the present time, 50 percent
of all veteran patients are in NP hospi-
tals, 15 percent are in TB hospitals, and
the remainder, 34 percent, are in the
general medical and surgical hospitals.

The most serious congestion—and it is
dangerous overcrowding—occurs in the
NP hospitals, which bears, as you will
note, over one-half of the entire patient
load. There are several cogent reasons
for this condition. There are opera-
tional difficulties in NP hospitals that
are not present in other facilities. First,
the patient turn-over is exceedingly
slow, as you can realize; the nature of
the disability makes long, tedious treat-
ment necessary. Secondly, it is very dif-
ficult to staff these hospitals, both from
the doctor and the nurse viewpoint. Pro-
fessional men and women are loath to
enter this phase of the profession and
few of them stay with it permanently,
This makes for a shortage of skilled pro-
fessionals to service the patients.

Perhaps because I am more familiar
with the conditions that exist in my
home locality, I would like to cite the
situation in the two NP hospitals that
service the entire New England area. At
Bedford, Mass,, which is in my con-
gressional dlstrlct is located an NP hos-
pital which has a bed capacity of 1,803
patients. The hospital was planned and
built for 1,636 beds, but the demand for
hospitalization has become so urgent
that space for an alditional 167 patients
has been made by using recreational
and other available rooms for bed space.
As of February 28, 1951, Bedford Hospi-
tal had a percentage of 100.6 patients in
the facility. The manager of the hos-
pital, Dr. Winthrop Adams, is one of the
oldest in point of service and best known
of the Veterans’ Administration profes-
sional men. He is greatly respected for
his ability and knowledge of his work.
He is operating with a staff which is
sadly undermanned both as to doctors
and nurses. The taking away of recre-
ational space and other rooms in order
to make additional bed-space handicaps
and prolongs the recovery of patients.
In mental hospitals much better progress
is made when the patient is contented
and happy in his surroundings, and a
reduction in recreational facilities is
sharply reflected in the patients’ prog-
ress toward recovery.

In the case of the NP hospital at Nor-
thampton, Mass., again we find that it
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has a patient load running to 98.8 per-
cent of capacity. This hospital was
designed and built for 933 beds. At the
present time 1,092 beds are occupied.
The overload, here again is cared for by
the addition of 172 beds in recreation
rooms and other space originally not
designed for hospital-bed uses.

Recently I received a protest from a
committee appointed by the Franklin-
Hampshire District No. 2, the American
Legion, about the -lack of facilities at
Northampton Hospital. It wasexplained
to me that the hospital load had been
100 percent full for the past 2 years.
The larger number of these patients
are veterans of World War I and World
War II who have been hospitalized for
several years. Incidentally, this hos-
pital serves not only two-thirds of Mas-
sachusetts, but all of the States of Ver-
mont, Connecticut, the western part of
Rhode Island, Albany and Troy, N. ¥. At
the present time 50 percent of the bed
patients are from the State of Connecti-
cut, and the other 50 percent from vari-
ous parts of New England. Also, right
now there are 23 service-connected cases
that are in the State hospital, their care
being paid for by the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration. Four of these cases are not only
mental but have tuberculosis. There are -
168 non-service-connected cases on the
waiting list at the present time. Sixty
of these patients have been on the wait-
ing list for 6 months. In the Nor-
thampton State Hospital, which is only
approximately 4 miles from the Veter-
ans’ Hospital, there are 62 veteran pa-
tients now receiving treatment. Much
resentment is being voiced by the families”
of these veterans, who feel their boys
should be cared for in Veterans’ Admin-
istration facilities,

As I said before, I point to the con-
ditions in these two NP hospitals only
because I am more conversant with the
detailed facts in my own locality. "How-
ever, a similar, and in some localities
a worse, condition prevails, Just note
the percentage of beds occupied in the
neuropsychiatric hospitals of the Vet-
erans’' Administration listed below. The
figures are as of February 28, 1951:

Operating|. Percent
beds full

American Lake, Wash. ... 004 80.0
Angusts, Ga. Lo .o tiiEis 1, 300 06. 8
-Bedford, Mass. ...._._cmoeaeaens 1,808 100. 6
C N.¥Y._ 1, 700 6.7
Chillicothe, Ohio 2,116 1003
Coatesville, Pa__ = 1,953 92.0
Danville, Ill.. 1,717 9.8
Downey, Il _____.___ 2,200 94.4
Fort Custer, Mich. .. 2,067 97.3
Fort Lyon, Colo..... 853 O 6
Fort Meade, 8, Dak 720 94.0
Gulfport, Miss______. 1,008 97.2
Knoxville, Towa.____. 2y 1,631 BR.0
Lebanon, Pa. (new addition)...... 652 92.8
Lexington, Ky.._ 1,216 9.1

Jyons, N.J__ 2,013 el
Marion, Ind. .. 1, 696 89.5
Montrose, N. Y 1,349 81.1
Murfreesboro, Tenn ... 1, 307 4.5
Northampton, Mess___ 1, 105 698 8
North Little Rock, Atk 2,005 5. 8
Northport, N, Y 2, 502 95.0
Palo Alto, Calif 1,443 6. 4
Perry Point, Md.. 1, 910 O6. 8
Roanoke, V8. .o tiiiianiis 2,000 .6
Roseburg, Oreg__. 670 2.5
Bt. Clond, Minn 1,382 7.6
Bheridan, Wyo. 754 3.2
Togus Maine. - 869 9.2
Tomeh, Wis_ 1,085 949
Topeks, Kans. . =5 i=tsh 1,375 8L



Opemtlng' Percent
beds full
Tiisealocss, AlBil o oo lixl.. ] 817 4.0
Tuskegee, Aln. . o oinaainaid 2,190 04.2
Waco, Tex 2,040 96.2
Total neuropsychiatric beds.| 50, 793 95. 5

It should be noted here, in consider-
ing the above table, that of the above
total of 50,793 operating NP beds, 2,015
of these are emergency beds which, as I
explained above, are beds placed in any
space which can be made available and
which was not designed primarily for
operating beds. The percentage of ca-
pacity occupied—95.5 percent—is a dra-
matic fisure when one considers the na-
ture of the disability treated and the
effect such overcrowding will have upon
f?tdenta suffering from mental disabil-
ties.

Conditions in tuberculosis hospitals of
the Veterans' Administration are little,
if any, better. Here are figures on these
hospitals:

et 0 mtlng' Percent
o Peds |  full
B B %| &3
x r 8p 0. :
Fort Bayard, N Mex. 222 87.4
Kerrville, Tex..... 438 7.4
Livermore, Calif. . - 495 04.5
Memphis, Tenn 3 300 92.0
Oteen, N. O.__._ 1, 500 80.8
Outwood, Ky__..__ 316 96. 2
Rutland Heights, Ma 615 95.8
e e e gl i
e e B it s o s g0
Nnpat 383 94.8
Tueson, Ai. ... 405 95.3
Walla Walla, W 421 86.9
Waukesha, Wis. ... -oooroca 256 85.5
‘Whipple, Ariz 880 70.9
Total TB beds.._..__..o_.. 7,078 oL4

Here again, it should be recalled, that
for safe, efficient operation a Veterans’
Administration hospital should have no
more than 85 percent of its beds oc-
cupied.

In the case of the general medical and
surgical hospitals, the conditions are bet-
ter, but not sufficiently so as to make the
situation normal. There are a total of
49,269 operating beds, of which 86.5 per-
cent are occupied.

That is the picture of the bed occu-
pancy in our Veterans’ Administration

hospitals, according to the latest figures .

obtainable. What the situation will be
when the disabled veterans from the Ko-
rean conflict flood into the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration facilities is one that gives
much pause for thought. The time is
not far off when the service hospitals will
be turning these disabled veterans over
to the Veterans’ Administration for
treatment and hospitalization. Already
casualties in the Korean conflict have
risen above the 50,000 mark so far as
wounded are concerned. Thousands of
these have been brought back to the
United States and are being treated in
the Army and Navy hospitals. These
hospitals no longer will accept large
blocks of disabled veterans from the
overcrowded Veterans’ Administration
facilities, An example at hand is that
of Walter Reed General Hospital here in
Washington, which now has a regulation
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permitting not more than 10 Veterans'
Administration patients at any one time.
A similar condition prevails at the Be-
thesda Naval Hospital, which at one time
cared for several hundred Veterans’ Ad-
ministration patients.

The overcrowding, necessarily, has
forced a large number of Veterans’' Ad-
ministration patients into civil and State
hospitals. Hospitalization and treat-
ment of these veterans is paid for by the
Veterans’ Administration. However, as
everyone knows, our civil and State hos-
pitals are inadequate for civilian needs
and repeated requests have been received
for relief from the care of these disabled
veterans. It is particularly hard upon
the disabled veterans, who would much
rather receive treatment in a Veterans’
Administration facility, and, as I noted
in the case of the Northampton Veterans’
Administration Hospital, the families of
the veterans feel that their boys should
be cared for by the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration.

At the end of February 1951 there were
4,209 disabled veterans being hospital-
ized in State and civil hospitals. There
was a total of 3,502 veterans being cared
for in other Federal hospitals. This
adds up to 7,711 disabled veterans in out-
side hospitals, Of the number in State
and civil hospitals, 1,630 were TB pa-
tients, 1,778 were NP cases, while 80 were
general medical and surgical cases.
This places a real burden upon the non-
Veterans’ Administration hospitals and
in the cases of the NP and TB patients
it is fair to point out that these are long-
treatment patients, some of whom will
require years of hospitalization.

There has been some criticism and in-
quiry over the classification of veterans
in Veterans’ Administration hospitals.
Because of the manner in which hospital
records are kept by the Veterans' Ad-
ministration, the present hospital load
is divided at about 60 percent for non-
service-connected veterans and 40 per-
cent for service-connected veterans.
However, there is one factor in this
question of non-service-connected status
that should be borne in mind. The
average person looks at the figures pre-
sented by the Veterans’ Administration
showing that approximately 60 percent
of the patients in Veterans' Administra-
tion hospitals are in the non-service-
connected category and expresses aston-
ishment. The faet is that there are
many thousands of veterans in hospitals
who are listed as non-service-connected
but who also had a service-connected
disability. They were admitted as non-
service-connected cases because the
major diagnosis was that of non-service-
connected disability. Add to these cases
the hundreds of others who are now
rated as non-service-connected but will
be designated as service-connected after
complete adjudication of their claims,
and the picture changes materially.

I believe it would be fitting at this
point to insert a table showing veterans
awaiting admission to hospitals as of
February 28, 1951. It is an impressive
list, and if conditions tontinue as they
exist today, many of these disabled vet-
erans will never receive the hospitaliza-
tion they need so badly.
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Veterans awaiting admission to hospital

Ger?
Neuro- | &%

Tuber- medi-

Total cular pi{:}gi- cal and

surgi-

cal
A8 OF 15TH OF
MONTH

1950—TFebruary -] 24,441 | 2,441 | 10,367 | 11,633
March. =| 26,325 | 2, 308 | 10, 747 13, 180
April. -1 27,360 | 2,415 ) 11,272 | 13,682
i 2,386 | 11, 252 12, 676
" 2,337 | 11, 462 11, 513
2,215 | 11, 787 10, 779
2, 87 L 242 9,222
2,262 | 12,378 7,310
2,222 1 12,005 6, 240
2,005 | 12,013 5, 821
2,226 | 11, 860 099
2,069 | 11, 753 5,484
2,346 | 1,852 | 6,628

There is a situation, however, that
affects Veterans’ Administration hos-
pitals and their operation more seriously
than any other factor. That is the
alarming loss of professional and ancil-
lary personnel through the draft and the
recall of Reserves to the Armed Forces.
From July 27, 1950, to the end of March
1951, the following professional employ-
ees of the Veterans’ Administration have
been lost to the Armed Forces:

Number mrmemd

employed %orces
Btail physici 3,986 138
Resident physicians...-.o....- 2, 255 282
Nurses. 13, 640 434
i+ e I 20, 804 908

In the category of ancillary person-
nel—attendants, clerks, technicians,
and so forth—1,571 employees have been
lost to the Armed Forces. RKReplacements
for all of these employees, and especially
the professional, are difficult to get. As
a result of competition from industry the
Veterans’ Administration is losing ward
attendants at a rather alarming rate,
particularly in NP and TB hospitals that
are in areas where defense industries
have begun to start up.

As you may recall, when the universal
military training bill was before the
House of Representatives an amendment
was offered and adopted, that would ex-
empt professional people of the Veter-
ans’ Administration from the draft and
from recall to service. However, I am
informed that when the bill came to con-
ference this amendment was dropped,
and any help from this quarter seems
unlikely. About the only hope that I
can see, at the present time, is the enact-
ment of my bill, H. R. 2996, which would
make these personnel a branch of the
military forces of the United States. A
similar plan was followed during World
War II, and it worked successfully. I
hope that it can be done again.

I have talked with a number of per-
sons who are eminently qualified to know
of the situation regarding the availabil-
ity of doctors, nurses, and so forth, who
would be necessary to man additional
hospitals for the Veterans’ Administra-
tion. Invariably the answer has bzen
that there would be little difficulty ia
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finding the quantity and quality of pro-
fessional men and women if the hospitals
are not located in isolated localities.

In closing, I want to stress the great
need for more hospitals for the Veterans’
Administration, particularly in view of
the tremendous potential bed load
caused by the Korean conflict. Much
of the need exists in TB and NP type fa-
cilities, where patient turn-over is slow
and where the greater percentage of the
cases are service-connected cases. We
must not let these veterans down. It is
an obligation we must face squarely and
promptly.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. McCORMACK asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include an article by Charles A.
Merrill appearing in the Boston Globe,
April 29,

Mr. MULTER asked and was given
permission.to extend his remarks in four
instances and include extraneous matter.

Mr. DOLLIVER asked and was given
permission to extend his own remarks.

Mr. LEONARD W. HALL (at the re-
quest of Mr. Martin of Massachusetts)
was given permission to extend his re=
marks and include extraneous matter.

Mr. BURDICK asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks.

Mr. ELSTON asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an editorial.

Mr. POULSON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in
three instances and include extraneous
‘matter.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend the remarks he intends to make
today and include certain letters.

Mr. WITHROW asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include a brief editorial ap-
pearing in the April issue of Fortune
magazine.

Mr. LANE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in three
instances and include extraneous matter.

Mr. RANKIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend the re-
marks he expects to make in Committee
of the Whole today and include extra-
neous matter.

Mr. CARNAHAN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include an editorial.

Mrs. BOSONE asked and was given
permission to extend her remarks and
include two letters and one newspaper
article on the Echo Park and Split Moun-
tain Dam project on the Colorado River
in Utah.

Mr. BYRNE of New York asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
‘marks and include a clipping from the
Albany (N. Y.) Knickerbocker News,
relative to CARE.

Mr. PATMAN (at the request of Mr,
THOMAS) was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks and include
extraneous matter.

Mr. HOWELL (at the request of Mr.
YaTES) was given permission to extend
his remarks and include extraneous mat-
ter, notwithstanding the cost is esti-
mated by the Public Printer to be $389.50,
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Mr. PHILLIPS asked and was given
permission to include extraneous mate~
rial in the remarks he made in Commit=
tee of the Whole.

Mr. ALLEN of -California (at the re-
quest of Mr. PHILLIPS) was given per-
mission to revise and extend the remarks
he made in Committee of the Whole and
inelude extraneous matter.

Mr. VAN ZANDT (at the request of Mr.
PHILLIPS) was given permission to ex-
tend his remarks in two instances.

Mr. CARNAHAN asked and was-given
permission to extend his remarks and
include a recent address by Warren R,
Austin, United States Representative to
the United Nations.

Mr. WHITAKER (at the request of
Mr. CHELF) was given permission to ex-
tend his remarks.

Mr. ROONEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend the re-
marks he made in colloquy with the gen=
tleman from California [Mr. McEKIN-
NON] in Committec of the Whole toauy
and include an article by Charles E.
Jackson, general manager of the Na-
tional Fisheres Institute.

 ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; according-
ly 5 o'clock and 39 minutes p. m.),
under 1ts previous order, the House ad-
Jjourned until tomorrow, Friday, May 4,
1951, at 11 o'clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communicaticns were taken from the
Speaker's table and referred as follows:

425. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of Agriculture, transmitting the report on co-
operation of the United States with Mexico
in the control and eradication of the foot-
and-mouth disease for the month of March
1951, pursuant to Public Law 8, Eightieth
Congress; to the Committee on Agriculture,

426. A letter from the Assistant Sescretary
of Defense, transmitting a draft of legisla-
tion entitled “A bill to authorize certain
.easements, and for other purposes”; to the
Committee on  Armed Services.

427. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting a
draft of a bill entitled “A bill to amend or
repeal certain Government property laws, and
for other purposes"”; to the Committee on
Expenditures in the Executive Departments.

428. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Services Admiristration, transmitting
the twenty-seventh quarterly report on con-
tract settlement, cov.ring the period January
1 through March 31, 1951, pursuant to Pub-
lic Law 152, Eighty-first Congress; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

420. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill
entitled “A bill for the relief of Marie Louise
Dewulf Maquet’; to the Committee on the
Judieiary.

430. A letter from the Archivist of the
United States, transmitting a report on
records proposed for disposal and lists or
schedules covering records proposed for dis-
posal by certain Government agencies; to
the Committee on House Administration.

431. A letter from the Acting Becretary of
Commerce, transmitting a request for au-
thority to make grants for the development
and ‘improvement of certain class IV and
larger airports as shown in the attached ap-
pended list, which projects are included in
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the current revision of-the national -alrport
plan.and, which should be undertaken during
the fiscal year 19562, pursuant to section 8 of
the Federal Airport Act, Public Law 377,
Seventy-ninth Congress; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XTII, reports of
committees were delivered to th> Clerk
for.printing and reference to.the proper
calendar, as follows: :

Mr, McMULLEN: Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs. H. R. 2684, A bill to
‘provide for the transfer or quitclaim of title
to certain lands in Florida; with amendment
(Rept. No. 418). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union. :

Mr. BENTSEN: Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs. H. R. 2869. A bill to require
the recordation of scrip, lien selection,
and similar rights; without amendment
(Rept. No. 419). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

Mrs. BOSONE: Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs. H. R. 3795. A bill to pro-
vide for the use of the tribal funds of the
Ute Indian Tribe of the Ulntah and Ouray
Reservation, to authorize a per caplita pay-
ment out of such funds, to provide for the
division of certain tribal funds with the
Southern Utes, and for other purposes; with
amendment (Rept. No. 420). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union. ¥

PUBLIC BILL3S AND RESOLU1IONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introducz24 and
severally referred as follows:

By Mrs. BOSONE:

H.R.3954. A bill to authorize the Mount
Olivet Cemetery Association of Salt Lake
City, Utah, to grant and convey to Salt Lake
City, Utah, a portion of the lands heretofore
granted to such association by the United
States; to the Committee on Interior ad
Insular Affairs.

By Mr. BURDICK:

H. R, 3955. A bill to permit the retention
of oll, gas, and other mineral rights in lands
condemned by the United States for water-
way improvement-purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Interlor and Insular Affairs,

By Mr. GROSS:

H. R. 3956. A bill to provide that the period
of active service required of any person in-
ducted into the Armed Forces shall be re-
duced by any period of active service which
such person may have performed before such
induction; to the Committee on Armed Serv-

ices.
By Mr. EENNEDY:

H. R. 3957. A bill to provide that certain
functions of the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency which relate to building associations
organized in, or doing business in, the Dis-
trict of Columbia shall hereafter be per-
formed by the Home Loan Bank Board, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

By Mr. MORRISON:

H.R.3958. A bill to amend the Armed
Forces Leave Act of 1946 to increase to 120
days the amount of leave which members
of the Armed Forces may accumulate; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. CELLER:

H.R.3959. A bill to establish wuniform
qualifications for jurors in the Federal
courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.3960. A bill to amend section 371 of
title 28, United States Code; to the Commit-

“tee on the Judiciary.
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H.R.3961. A bill to provide for a jury
commission for each United States district
court, to regulate its compensation, to pre-
scribe its duties, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DOYLE: ;

H. J. Res. 250. Joint resolution to authorize
the President of the United States to ap-
point a committee to designate the most
appropriate day for National Children's Day;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CELLER:

H. Res. 221. Resolution to authorize the
Committee on the Judiclary to conduct
studies In the conduct of hearings before
committees of the House of Representatives;
to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. BUSBEY:

H. Res. 222. Resolution to provide for an
investigation in open hearings of all cir-
cumstances relating to the action of the
President in relleving General of the Army
Douglas MacArthur of his commands in the
Far t: to the Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
‘severally referred as follows:

By Mr. JARMAN:

H.R. ??982. A bill for the rellef of Mrs.
Marie Becker Gutierrez; to the Commitee on
the Judlciﬁrry.mn_

H.R.Bﬂym. A bill for the relief of Eurt
Kar] Otto Walther; to the Committee on the
m&f%ﬁ;{:&% A bill for the relief of Wiadysla
PBogusz, to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McCORMACK:

H. R. 3065. A bill for the relief of five sis-
ters of the Franciscan Missionaries of Mary;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MITCHELL:

H. R. 3966. A bill for the rellef of George
8. Paschke; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MULTER:

H. R. 3967. A bill for the relief of Harold
C. Rosenberg; to the Committee on the
Judiclary.

By Mr. RABAUT:

H. R. 3968. A bill for the relief of Marcella
Maria Vankeirsbilek, nee Vanootegem; to the
Committee on the Judiclary,

By Mr. SHELLEY:

H. R. 3969. A bill for the relief of Franco
Berardi; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Miss THOMPSON of Michigan:

H. R. 3970. A bill for the relief of John
(Hans-Christian) von Kotze; to the Com-~
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WALTER (by request) :

H. R. 3971. A bill for the relief of Esther

Park; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. WILLIAMS of New York:

H. R. 3972. A bill for the relief of Ziao Fong

Hsia; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

266. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Resolu-
tion of the American Legion Post, No. 21, ex=-
pressing regret that General Douglas Mac-
Arthur was removed as supreme commander
of the Far East, and a further reaffirmation
.of the resolution adopted at the last national
convention of the American Legion calling
for the removal of Secretary of State Dean
Acheson and also expressing regret that
President Truman refused to meet with and
have an audience with the national com-
mander of the American Legion, Erle Cocke,
following Cocke’s world tour which included
a visit with troops in Eoren; to the Commit-
tee on Lhe Judiciary,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

287. Also, resolutlon of the Rock County
Dental Auxillary, Rock County, Wis., re-
affirming faith in the American, voluntary
way to safeguard the Nation's health and in-
sure against the costs of illness and un-
equivocally oppose any form of national
compulsory health insurance as a danger=
ous step toward complete acceptance of a
planned socialistic economy; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

SENATE

Fripay, May 4, 1951

(Legislative day of Wednesday, May 2,
1951)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev., Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Most merciful God, the fountain of all
wisdom and goodness: We thank Thee
for the gift of sleep when the tangled
web of weary striving and confused
thought emerges clarified and straight-
ened by the touch of a new day. In the
midst of daily toil and ever-pressing
tasks, we lay before Thee the meditations
of our hearts, grateful for the noontide
pause at this wayside well of peace and
prayer.

Bring all our desires and powers, we
beseech Thee, into conformity to Thy
will. Prepare us for the role committed
to our fallible hands in this appalling
day, with its vast issues that concern not
only our own dear land but all the conti-
nents and the islands of the sea. May
our individual lives be as lighted win-
dows amid the encircling gloom. We ask
it in the name of that One who is the
light of the world. Amen,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. McFARrLAND, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday,
May 3, 1951, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
nominations were communicated to the
Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre-
taries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED
BILL SIGNED

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
enrolled bill (S. 271) to authorize the
transfer to the Vermont Agricultural
College of certain lands in Addison
County, Vt., for agricultural purposes,
and it was signed by the Vice President,
TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

By unanimous consent, the following
routine business was fransacted:
PROPOSED REVISION OF A SUPPLE-

MENTAL APPROPRIATION, ATOMIC EN=
ERGY COMMISSION (8. DOC. NO. 37)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a communication from the Pres-
ident of the United =tates, transmitting
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a proposed revision of a supplemental
appropriation, involving an increase of
$13,000,000, for the Atomic Energy Com-
mission, fiscal year 1951, which, with the
accompanying paper, was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and or-
dered to be printed.

UNITED STATES APPRAISERS STORES,
BALTIMORE—RESOLUTION OF CITY
COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE, MD,

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, I pre-
sent for appropriate reference a resolu-
tion adopted by the City Council of Bal-
timore, Md., on April 23, 1951, relative
to improving conditions at the United
States Appraisers Stores in Baltimore.

This is a matter of the utmost impor-
tance to the well-being of the great port
of Baltimore, particularly at this time
when traffic is moving through the port
in near-record volume.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be received and referred to the
Committee on Expenditures in the Ex-
ecutive Departments.

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE

The following reports of a committee
were submitted:

By Mr. STENNIS, from the Committee on
Armed Services:

S.841. A bill to make certain revisions in
titles I through IV of the Officer Personnel
Act of 1947, as amended, and for other pur=
pos;s: with amendments (Rept. No. 310);
an

5.1039. A bill to amend the provision of
the Officer Personnel Act of 1947 relating
to the composition of boards for the recom-
mendation of rear admirals of the Navy for
continuation on the active list, and for other
g}alr)posm without amendment (Rept. No.

By Mr. STENNIS (for Mr. HUNT), from the
Committee on Armed Services: - ; "

B.1244. A bill to amend the Federal Civil
Defense Act of 1950 to except the Territory
of Alaska from certain restrictions upon the'
making of Federal contributions, and to'
amend the provisions thereof relating to the
taking of oaths by certain civil defense pers
sonnel; with an amendment (Rept. No, 312)

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on today, Friday, May 4, 1951, he
presented to the President of the United
States the enrolled bill (S. 271) to au«'
thorize the transfer to the Vermont Agri~
cultural College of certain lands in Ad-
dison County, Vt., for agricultural pur-
poses,

BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRO-
DUCED

A bill and a joint resolution were in-
troduced, read the first time, and, by
unanimous consent, the second time,
and referred, or passed, as follows:

By Mr. McCARRAN:

8. 1432, A hill for the relief of Stavros S.
Nlarchos; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

(Mr. HAYDEN, from the Comimittee on
Rules and Administration reported an orig-
inal joint resolution (S. J. Res. 70) to sus-
pend the application of certain Federal laws
with respect to an attorney employed by the
Senate Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration, which was considered and passed,
and appears under a separate heading.)

AMENDMENT OF AGRICULTURAL ACT OF
1949—AMENDMENTS

Mr. DOUGLAS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to
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